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The Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, OCTOBER 20, 1877. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


A pocument of considerable interest with reference to 
recent discussions on the conduct of the war in the East 
has been drawn up by the select body of jurists who 
constitute the Institute of International Law. Declining 
to investigate the various charges of violating the laws 
and usages of war which have been brought by the 
respective belligerents against each other, the Insti- 
tate limits itself to the simpler question as to 
what steps each belligerent has taken to make these laws 
known to its officers and soldiers. The result of the 
comparison is greatly in favour of the Russian Govern- 
ment, which has not only formally ordered its civil and 
military officials to observe the Geneva Convention and 
St. Petersburg declaration and (subject to some impor- 
tant qualifications to be noticed below) the principles 
formulated at the Brussels Conference, but has circu- 
lated among its troops several thousand copies of a 
catechism in which the rules to be observed are put into 
the form of question and answer. On the other hand, 
the Turks have done nothing in this respect, so far as 
the Institute knows, beyond translating the Geneva Con- 
vention into Turkish. 

It is certainly satisfactory that the Russian Govern- 
ment has taken so much pains to make known 
to its officers and soldiers the rules of war which 
they are to observe, and we should with plea- 
sure see their example followed by every other 
European nation, not merely when its troops are en- 
fering on a campaign, as the Institute suggests, 
but previously, during the leisure of peace. Bvt before 

hiscan be practically done to any great extent it is 
essential that a common code of war should be recognized 


-# binding by the different European States, 7.e., in 


the terms of the first of the Institute’s suggestions, “ the 
different States should contract with each other to 
observe certain laws and usages.” Until there is some 
such international treaty the laws and usages which any 
belligerent may observe in any particular war will 
depend to a great extent upon the views of its Govern- 
ment or of its commander-in-chief, and, it is important 
to observe, in part also upon what the enemy will agree 
toobserve. We find from the Revue de Droit Inter- 
national for 1877, part 1, p. 177, that the Russian 
decree for conforming to the spirit of the principles 
formulated at the Brussels Conference is subject to a 

teservation of reciprocity,” and to the qualification “so 
far ag they are applicable to Turkey, and agree with the 
special object of the present war.” How these qualifi- 
tations are interpreted in the catechism of course we do 
not know, but obviously the words are capable of a 
Very elastic interpretation. 





A Botcrron, Mr. W. O. Woodall, of Scarborough, 
moved by the recollection of the Tichborne trial, the seven 





days’ trial of the Penge case, and the alarming prospect of 
the much more lengthy trial of the detectives, has been at 
the pains to give, in a letter to a daily journal, an inter- 
esting analysis of the principal criminal trials which have 
taken place during the last fifty years, with a view to 
ascertain how far they differed in intricacy, aud in 
the number of witnesses examined, from the trials of 
the present day. The results of his investigation as to 
the earlier trials may be summed up as follows:—At 
Patch’s trial, in 1806, for the murder of his part- 
ner, a very intricate case, there were thirty-three 
witnesses, and the trial lasted one day. Belling- 
ham’s trial for the murder of Spencer Percival, in 
which there were sixteen witnesses, and a long defence, 
lasted only one day. Thistlewood’s trial for the Cate- 
street conspiracy, with forty witnesses, lasted iwo days. 
In 1824 occurred Thurtell’s trial, at which there were 
forty-six witnesses, including one who was an accom. 
plice, and who was examined at considerable length, and 
another who was called in the course of the summing up. 
The trial lasted two days. In 1828 Corder was tried, 


‘| a long indictment read, twenty-six witnesses, and the 


trial lasted one day and a half. In 1828 Burke's trial 
took place; a long argument as to the indictment, 
sixteen witnesses (one of them being an accomplice), an@ 
the trial lasted oneday. In 1831 Bishop, Williams, and 
May were tried for the murder of the Italian boy: there 
were forty-one witnesses, and the trial lasted one day. 
In 1837 Greenacre’s case : thirty-five witnesses, two days. 
In 1839, Frost for high treason: there were sixty-nire 
witnesses, one whole day taken up with legal arguments, 
and the trial lasted seven days. In 1840, Courvoisier; 
forty-four witnesses, three days; and in the ‘same 
year, Gould’s case: forty witnesses, one day. In 1843, 
McNaghten’s case, several scientific witnesses—forty-seven 
witnesses in all, twodays. In 1845, Tawell: twenty-one 
witnesses, exclusive of those called to character, two days. 


Comparing these trials with our modern “ great-cases,” 
Mr. Woodall asks why the Wainwright case, with sixty- 
nine witnesses, should last nine days, whilst Greenacre’s, 
with thirty-five witnesses, lasted only two days, 
and Bishop, Williams, and May, with thirty-seven 
witnesses, lasted only one day. Or why should the 
Penge case, with its thirty-eight witnesses, or there- 
abouts, require seven days, when Thurtell’s, with forty- 
six witnesses, or Mannings’, with forty-seven, only 
required two? He observes that the mere circum. 
stances that the court formerly sat earlier in the day, and 
that counsel for the prisoners were not formerly allowed 
to address the jury for their clients, go but a little 
way in accounting for the difference, for in many of the 
earlier trials speeches of considerable length were 
read either by the prisoner or by an officer of the 
court. And, we may add, the fact, on which he is 
disposed to lay considerable stress, that the judge has 
now, as he had previously, to take full notes of the 
evidence, will not explain the enormous increase in 
the length of the trials. Of course the more 
evidence there is, the more will the slowness of the 
judge in taking it down lengthen the trial; but the 
question is, Why is there now-a-days so much more 
evidence for the judge to take down? And this Mr. 
Woodall does not attempt to explain. Without pre. 
tending to furnish an answer to the question, which 
would involve the consideration of a large variety of 
reasons, we may refer to one which appears to be very 
much overlooked, viz., the decline of what we 
may term self-reliant discrimination on the part 
of the persons whose duty it is to get up and 
deal with the evidence for the prosecution or de. 
fence. The preliminary inquiry before the magistrates 
is lengthened from anxiety that nothing which mag 
turn out to be of any importance shall be omitted; the 

itions are swollen to an enormous bulk, and the re« 

sult is that opportunities for the practice of cross- 

examination (generally discouraged, it is teue, by the 

judge) as to variances between the evidence of the wit- 
‘ . Bt 
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ness on the depositions and in court are greatly increased. 
Cross-examination at the trial is extended because 
eounsel does not like, on his own responsibility, to 
omit a question which may possibly benefit his 
client. Re-examination is extended because the 
eross-examination may possibly have damaged the 
effect of the evidence. And it can hardly be de- 
nied that the professional opinion which in former 
days would have curbed these excesses is diminishing in 
influence. There is less opportunity for association 
between members of the bar than formerly, and, as.a 
coasequence, counsel, in conducting a case, are less con- 
trolled by the apprehension of professional criticism. 
And it may, perhaps, be thought that learned judges who 
have just left off sinning in the way:of prolixity at the 
bar are not very likely to reprove'this fault in others. 





A areat partof the vacation sittings on Thursday, 
before Mr. Justice Fry, was occupied in the construction 
of a very complicated working agreement between three 
railway companies in Norfolk, against a breach of which an 
injunction was sought by one of the companies. The de- 
fendant company were in possession of and were working 
the plaintiffs’ railway under the working agreement, and 
it appeared that they had recently altered the status quo 
by connecting their single line with the single line of the 
plaintiffs, and making what was technically known as a 
“double junction.” The effect of this, according to the 
plaintiffs’ evidence, would be to necessitate an extra 
outlay for signalling and interworking, and they also 
said it would preclude them from concluding a valuable 
working agreement with the neighbouring large company 
with which they had connections at each end of their 
line. In the result Mr. Justice Fry, having referred to 
the complicated nature and difficulty of construction of 
the tripartite working agreement, and also to the bal- 
ance of convenience, the fact of the defendants’ posses- 
sion, and the somewhat trivial character of the 
alterations, refused to grant an interim injunction, 
and ordered the motion to stand to the hearing. 
There was, he thought, too much doubt as to the 
meaning of the agreement between the parties to enable 
the court to determine the matter on the interlocutory 
application and in vacation. A motion to restrain a 
breach of a covenant in a lease not to carry on any other 
business than that of a butcher, where the defendant 
had held over on the termination of the lease, raised a 
question as to the interpretation to be put on the rule 
that a person holding over does so on the terms of the 
original lease so far as they are consistent with a yearly 
tenancy. In the absence of the defendant, who had been 
served with notice of the motion but did not appear to 
argue the point, his lordship thought the case came 
within the rule and granted the injunction. Another 
injunction case involving, as the plaintiffs alleged, the 
safety of the Victoria Docks, and, as the level of the 
water in these docks is eight feet above the surrounding 
land, the safety also of the neighbourhood, stands till next 
‘Wednesday for further evidence in reply to be filed, and 
the judge refused to continue an interim injunction 
granted last Monday, as, on the evidence before him, he 
did not consider the danger sufficiently established. 








It is stated that the following are some of the dates 
which have been fixed for holding the winter assizes :— 
North-Eastern Circuit—Newcastle, Monday, Oct. 29; 
Durham , Saturday, Nov. 3; Leeds (for the county of 
York), Friday, Nov. 2. Midland Circuit—Nottingham 
(for the counties of Nottingham and Lincoln), Monday, 
Oct. 29; Leicester (tor the counties of Derby and Rut- 
land), Thursday, Nov. 1; Northampton (for the counties 
of Bedford, Northampton, Warwick, and Buckingham), 
Monday, Nov. 5. Western Circuit—Exeter and city, 
Monday, Oct. 29; Winchester, Saturday, Nov. 3. 
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THE TRUSTEE’S DUTY. 
Vv. 


(3) The trustee must hold an even balance between th 


different persons beneficially entitled, 


The trustee must not benefit one of his cestuis gy 
trust at the expense of the rest; his duty is to ag 
wiva a due regard to the interests of all, and, if he fails 
so to act, he will be held liable for any loss which 
accrue to the cestui que trust whose interests have bee 
neglected, 

Hence, even as to an investment of trust-moneyy 
which may be authorized by the instrument creating tha 


trust,\if’ it appears that the trustee has made the invest, | 
ment at thé instance and for the benefit of one or mom 
of the cestuis que trust without having regard to the 
interests of the rest, the trustee will be made responsible © 


for any loss resulting from such investment (see 


v. Ridehalgh, 7 D. G. M. & G. at p. 107). Thuy © 
trustees, who, intending to invest in the funds, at the © 


request of tenants for life who were anxious for a 
income, invested in mortgages, which proved insuffici 


were decreed to make good the loss (Raby v. Ridehalgh, | 


7D. G. M. & G. 104). 


So also ithas been said that every trust for saleis | 
upon the implied condition that the trustees, in the | 
execution of the trust, will pay equal and fair attention 
to the interests of all persons concerned (Ord v. Noel, 5 | 
Mad. at p. 440). If they make the sale with a view to | 


advance the purposes of one party interested in the 
execution of the trust at the expense of another, 4 
court of equity will refuse to give its assistance to en 
force the contract of sale (Ord v. Noel, 5 Mad. 438; 


Anon.,6 Mad. 10). Hence, where the agent appointed — 
by trustees to conduct a sale, the proceeds of which — 
were divisible among creditors, was also the agent of a | 


creditor who was to be paid out of the proceeds of the 


sale, and was anxious that his debt should be paid at 
once, and the sale was made under circumstances of © 
haste and improvidence, the court refused to enforce — 
specific performance of the contract for sale (Ordy, | 
And where a trustee for sale is interested in the © 
proceeds of the sale, and is the person with whose com | 
sent the sale is to be made, he will not be allowed to | 
withhold his consent with a view to the furtherance of | 


Noel). 


his own interests (Lord v. Wightwick, 4D. G. M. &@, 
803, 808). 


But the cases in which the principle we are now com | 


sidering most frequently becomes applicable, are those 
in which trusts are created of property of a wasting 
description. ‘Trustees to whom a general or residuary 
bequest of property of a perishable or temporary nature 
(Hood v. Clapham, 19 Beav. 90), or of a reversionary 


or future nature (Mills v. Mills, 7 Sim. 501), is made, | 
must sell such property and invest the proceeds so ast | 
insure the enjoyment of the benefit by all the persons | 
named in succession; in accordance with the equitable © 


rule under which, as Lord Eldon expressed it, “that in 
which the tenant for life has too great an interest is 
melted for the benefit of the rest or in the case wher, 


if the property remained in specie, he never might te | 


ceive anything, it is brought in, and he has immediately 
the interest of its present worth (Howe v. Earl of Dart. 
mouth, 7 Ves. at p. 148). The rule applies to every 
description of property consisting of an interest which 
is wearing out, provided it is capable of immediate con- 
version without loss. If it cannot be sold with advan- 

, for instance, if it consists of leaseholds the title 
to which is defective (Gibson v. Bott, 7 Ves. 89), or # 
share in a ge (Meyer v. Simondsen, 5 D. G. & 
Sm. 723; Llewellyn’s Trusts, 29 Beav. 171), 
ships out on voyages (Brown v. Gellatly, L. R. 2 Oh. 
751)—the trustee must set a value on the pro) and 
allow the tenant for life interest on that value (Gibson % 


Bott), investing the residue of the income, and paying the 


income of such investment to the tenant for life, and 
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the corpus for the remainderman (Meyer v. 
sn Ry We shall hereafter consider the principles 


le to this state of circumstances. 

The rule, however, prevails only where no direction 
can be found expressed in the will or implied from its 
terms as to the enjoyment of the property in the mode 
in which it was enjoyed at the testator’s death (Pickering 
y. Pickering, 4 My. & Cr. at p. 298; Lichfield v. Baker, 
2 Beav. at p. 487). If wasting property is specifically 
bequeathed in trust for one for life, with remainder over, 
the trustees must allow the tenant for life to enjoy the 
income of the unconverted property (Lord v. Godfrey, 4 
Mad. 455). And where wasting property, is not speci- 
fically bequeathed, an intention that it shall be enjoyed 
in specie may be implied from the provisions of the will, 
the tendency of the later cases being to allow slight in- 
dications of intention to prevent the application of the 
rule requiring conversion (Morgan v. Morgan, 14 
Beav. at p. 82; Simpson v. Lester, 4 Jur. N. S. 
at p. 1269; Cotton v. Cotton, 14 Jur. at p. 950). 
The question, it has been said, is one of intention, to 
be collected from the whole scope and context of the in- 
strument (Bethune v. Kennedy, 1 My. & Cr. 114). But the 
decision in many cases has turned on somewhat ambiguous 
It is, probably, reasonable 
enough thata discretion expressly conferred on trustees as 
to the time when a sale of the property is to be made, or 
as to whether such sale is to be made at all (Simpson v. 
Lester, 4 Jur. N. S. 1269; Mackie v. Mackie, 5 Hare, 
‘10; Burton v. Mount, 2D. G. & Sm. 383) ; or a direction 
that property given to a person for life shall be sold 
after his death (Alcock v. Sloper, 2 My. & K. 699; 
Daniel v. Warren, 2 Y. & C. C. C. 290), or a direction 
that the property shall be divided on the death of the 
tenant for life (Collins v. Collins, 2 My. & K. 703; 
Bethune v. Kennedy, 1 My. & Cr.114; Vaughanv. Buck, 
1 Phil. 75), should suffice to prevent the application of 
the rule as to conversion of wasting property. But even 


_ xpressions referable to a particular mode of manage- 


ment of the property or payment out of it, which could 
only be effected while the property remained unconverted, 
will have weight in leading to the same result(see Morgan 
v. Morgan, 14 Beav. at. p. 86); for instance, a power to 


» let (Hind v. Selby, 22 Beav. 373), or to renew leaseholds 


(Orowe v. Crisford, 17 Beav. 507), or to keep them in 
repair (Ibid.); or a direction that ‘‘ rents” shall be 
paid to the legatee for life, there being no prop- 
erty except leaseholds producing rents (Goodenough v. 
Tremamondo, 2 Beav. 512; see Pickering v. Pickering, 
Ibid. 31). Some weight has also been given to the use of 
such expressions as ‘‘ dividends,” as indicating the testa- 
tor’s intention that stocks shall be enjoyed in specie (Al- 
cock v. Sloper, 2 My. & K. 699; see Burton v. Mount, 2 
D.G. & Sm. 383), and to the words “ issues and profits” 
in connection with railway stock (Vachell v. Roberts, 32 
Beav, 140, 142); and even the disposition of personal 
estate in the same clause with land has been deemed 
Worthy of observation (Bethune v. Kennedy, 1 My. 
& Or. 114, 116; Howe v. Howe, 14 Jur. at p. 360). 
The fact would seem to be that the courts, finding 
that the intention they ascribe to a testator quite as 
‘Often defeats as carries out his real meaning (see 
Cotton v. Cotton, 14 Jur. at p. 950; Simpson v. 
Lister, 4 Sur. N.S. 1269), have been anxious to seize on 

ergy pretext to set aside the rule they have 





Judge Handley, of the Common Pleas Court of Luzerne 
county, Pa., aays the Chicago Legal News, in passing upon 
‘Me exceptions to a referees’ report in a recent case, said 
‘that “ the number of exceptions filed in any case ought not 
#0 exceed the number of the apostles; and unless the 
Plender is confused, one-half of that number will generally 
Present all the errors that any court, presided over by any 
ae, rad commit while trudging through the dark avenues 

We 


LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 
ComPANIEs. 


Car. 26.—An Act to amend the Companies Acts of 1862 
and 1867. 


Tus Act is the result of the decision of the Master of 
the Rolls in In re Ebbw Vale Steel, Iron, and Coal Com- 
pany (L. R. 4 Ch. D. 827), where his lordship held 
that the Companies Act, 1867, did not apply to the 
case where a company, whose paid-up share capital had 
been partially lost, desired to write off that loss by re- 
ducing the nominal amount of each share. ‘‘ The object 
of that Act,” said the learned judge, “was to enable 
companies which had started with a larger nominal 
capital than they wanted, and, therefore, had imposed 
on their shareholders a liability to pay a much larger sum 
in the shape of calls than was required, or could fairly 
be required, for the business of the company, to relieve 
the shareholders from a portion of that liability; and I 
think it had no other object.” His lordship, while re- 
fusing the application, expressed his regret that he could 
not accede to it, and suggested that some provision 
should be made for the case by legislation. The present 
Act, which is to be construed as one with the Acts of 
1862 and 1867 (section 2), expressly provides for the case 
before the Master of the Rolls by enacting (section 3) 
that the word ‘‘ capital” as used in the Companies Act, 
1867, shall include paid-up capital; and the power to 
reduce capital conferred by that Act shall include a 
power to cancel any lost capital, or any capital unrepre- 
sented by available assets. The Act (section 3) also ex- 
pressly provides that paid-up capital may be reduced 
either with or without extinguishing or reducing the 
liability (if any) remaining on the shares of the company, 
and to the extent to which such liability is not ex- 
tinguished or reduced it is to be deemed to be preserved. 

It is obvious that where the reduction of capital 
merely consists of writing off paid-up and lost capital, 
creditors can have no ground to object. They are left 
in precisely the same position as before the reduction ; 
they have the same assets and the same liabilities to 
look to. It would be absurd, therefore, to apply to the 
case provided for by the present Act the provision of 
section 13 of the Act of 1867, and it is accordingly 
provided by section 4 of the present Act that, where the 
reduction of the capital of a company does not involve 
either the diminution of any liability in respect of un- 
paid capital or the payment to any shareholder of any 
paid-up capital, the creditors of the company shall not, 
unless the court otherwise directs, be entitled to object or 
required to consent to the reduction. And power is also 
given to the court to dispense altogether with the addition 
of the words, “ and reduced” to the name of the company 
under section 10 of the Act of 1867. But the court is em- 
powered (section 4) to require the company to publish the 
reasons for the reduction of its capital, or such other in- 
formation in regard to the reduction as the court may 
think expedient, with a view to give proper information 
to the public in relation to the reduction; and also, if 
the court think fit, the causes which led to such reduc- 
tion. An addition is also made to the informa- 
tion required to be entered on the registered minute 
(section 15 of the Act of 1867). The minute must in 
future show the amount (if any) at the date of the 
registration of the minute, proposed to be deemed to 
have been paid up on each share. 

Section 5 enables a company limited by shares by 
special resolution, if not authorized so to do by the 
memorandum of association, to reduce its capital by 
cancelling unissued shares, aud provides that the provi- 
sions of the Companies Act, 1867, shall not apply to reduc- 
tion of capital made in this way. 

Section 6 provides for the reception as legal evidence 
of certificates of incorporation other than the original 
certificates, and of certified copies of, or extracts from, 
any doeuments filed and registered under the Companies 





Acts, 1862 to 1877, 
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Spectal Correspondence. 


CODES, DIGESTS, AND TREATISES. 
i. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) © 


Sir,—To collect all that is valuable in reports, statutes, 
and writings of authority, rejecting whatever can safely 
be treated as obsolete or erroneous, selecting where 
there is repugnancy, omitting authorities needlessly 
reported, amending and consolidating statutes, and 
purging the whole of superfluous details and words, and 
to arrange all this matter in divisions convenient for 
reference and for periodical revision, is the modern con- 
ception of Bacon’s scheme by those who, with him, accept 
the maxim Omnis definitio in jure periculosa. But, by 
some infelicity all who have had departmental aid in 
any attempt to recast the law have been unable to see 
certainty or safety out of a definition, or to understand 
that law was, is, and must ever be, a deterogeneous 
growth of either enactments and cases or codes and com- 
mentaries developing slowly and continuously from 
within by the accretion of new cases or new 
commentaries, and altered irregularly from without 
by prunings and graftings (the beginnings only 
of changes to beshaped and carried out in the courts), 
and have thought with Sir James Stephen that 
English law cannot be “in a less creditable position 
than that of an enormous mass of _ isolated 
decisions and statutes assuming unstated principles,” 
which is, I think, an unobjectionable description of the 
present and (saving unnecessary bulk) the proper form 
of law. To frame a code that shall escape transforma- 
tion into common law by the efforts of litigants and 
lawyers is‘a dream. For example, a title page before 
me bears at the foot the words “ All rights reserved,” 
intended to be a compliance with the condition (on 
which the Act 15 & 16 Vict. c. 12,8. 6, gives protec- 
tion against piracy by translation) that ‘the author 
must notify on the title-page of the original work that 
it is his intention to reserve the right of translating.’ Is 
the condition performed ? Who can tell, until a decision 
binding as a precedent has been given and reported, how 
any judge will read the words? ‘That decision will 
involve a principle, though on a point of the smallest de- 
tail, and will decide all other cases involving it, while 
in the meantime the enactment has decided only one case 
involving the letter—and this through no fault of the 
draftsman, for he was not bound to anticipate the per- 
versity of publishers in using byways rather than the 
road plainly marked out. As law is in its essence 
arbitrary, and language imperfect, this must be so even in 
matters of greater moment than international copyright. 
It is due only to the nature of the subject and a tacit 
convention between the writer and the reader, and in no 
way to the exactness of the expression, that Euclid’s 
Elements are less open to doubt than the Succession Duty 
Act. They do not contain a single proposition that 
would not need judicial explanation if it were re- 
lied on as an enactment, as we may learn from the 
circle squarers. It is not unfair to cite, as another 
example of the risk sand obscurity incident to 
general propositions, sub-section 5 of article 91 in Sir 
dames Stephen’s book on Evidence :—* If the words of a 
document have a proper legal meaning, and also a less 
proper meaning, they must be deemed to have their 
proper legal meaning, unless such a construction would 
be unmeaning in reference to surrounding circum- 
stances.” I venture to say that this proposition, if 
read in any sense which could be given to it without the 
light of the cases, is erroneous. Accuracy, to say nothing 
of elegantia, has never been affected by our judges to 
the extent of preventing, for example, the word “ execu- 
tor,” although surrounding circumstances be consistent 
‘with its proper meaning, from denoting heirs or next of 
kin, if it can be inferred from the context that it was 





a 
used in that sense. The illustration appended by Gir 
James Stephen (gift to children, intended for illegitimatg 
children), shows how he fell into the error, but (not 
an authority) does not correct it. The exclusion of 
illegitimate children is founded on considerations which 
have nothing to do with general principles of interpre. 
tation. ; 

I also venture to think that in attempting to mould 
English law into known scientific forms instead of 
evolving the science of the law from its phenomena, 
leaving the result to take its own form, Sir James 
Stephen is pursuing a false method, and that in the 
Indian Evidence Act and elsewhere he has gone as far 
astray in the definition of relevancy as he has in treating the 
judicial proof of a fact in issue as a process of induction 
to be illustrated out of Mill’s Logic. 
nized the unfruitfulness of the Aristotelian logic, but 
knew little of science, and nothing of the methods of 
science, failed to see that the search after a universal 
organon is a dream, and that the tools of research are 
infinitely various, and must be invented, fashioned, and 
varied to suit the work in hand. 

So in writing a book the form must not be predeter. 
mined, but must grow out of the subject and the end in 
view. A writer who has resolved to cast it into the form 


of general propositions is likely sometimes to framea | 


proposition which is either unintelligible or incorrect, 


as I think Mr. Pollock has done in dealing with a most 


important branch of partnership law. The following 


propositions contain all that is to be found in his book | 
by way of statement of the tests (1) of partnership | 


inter se, and (2) of what used to be known as liability to 


creditors by reason of partnership or participation of | 


profits :— 


‘1, Partnership is the relation which subsists between } 


persons who have agreed to combine their property, 
labour, or skill in some business, and to share the. profits 
between them. 

**2. Subject to the special provisions hereinafter 
stated [the Partnership Law Amendment Act, 1865], the 


receipt of a share of profits or of a payment contingent | 


upon or varying with profits is relevant, but not conclu- 
sive, to show the existence of a partnership. Whethers 
partnership does or does not exist in any particular case 
depends on the real intention and contract of the parties 
as shown by the whole facts of the case.” (Mollwo, &, 
v. Court of Wards and Cow v. Hickman aré cited int 
note.) 


These two contradictory propositions and the Partner 
ship Act are the code from which laymen and lawyem 
are expected to learn what is a partnership infer se and 
how liability to creditors by reason of partnership arises! 
Doubtless the authorities and the Act are hopelessly 
irreconcilable, but a writer whose object is to show the 
state of the law and not to frame neat propositions anf 
illustrations would have dealt with them in a be 
different fashion, and would not have held outa 
lantern with the air of one who is showing daylight. 

The method adopted in preparing the Indian Code of 
Criminal Law (1837) was not the fruit of enlightened 
views of legal morphology, but arose out of the situation. 
A code was inevitable, but Macaulay, whose style wi 
nothing if not concrete and redundant, was not likely @ 
be content with the brief abstractions of a code, and he 
gladly took the hint which had been given in a code of 
law then recently prepared for Malta. So little was 
the value of case law understood that, instead of 
making the illustrations an authoritative digest of 
the cases from which the code was framed, it was 6% 
pressly declared that the examples were no part of the 
law. But whether well or ill designed, codes 
from England to India can hardly be regarded as moe 
to be copied or studied here, and it might well haw 
been expected that recollection of Bacon’s well-knows 
illustration of the right or historical method of tradities 
(by the (distinction between timber that is cut 
dried for conversion, and trees that are raised for 
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ing with their roots), or of chamber teaching, would have - 


vented the writing of treatises:in the form of codes} 
whether for dilettante or for students. 
{hore is another objectionable fashion, by adopting 
which Mr. A. V. Dicey has deformed his excellent work on 
ies to actions—the fashion of “rule and exception.” 
ere statute law is so framed there is no help ; it must 
be set forth as it is found ; being (juristically) a solitary 
instance, it is not amenable to scientific treatment other 
than deduction. But in dealing with cases, as in other 
scientific work, a generalization with an exception is an 
erroneous generalization with a note of the error, and 
ought to be suppressed and re-stated correctly. It shows 
that the writer has not framed a complete conception of 
the common attribute of the cases he is attempting to 
dlassify, or else that he wants skill to state it. To say 
that “an action may be brought for every infringement 
of a legal right,” and to add an exception “‘ where an 
injurious act amounts to a public nuisance” (Dicey, 
pp. 50, 61) (instead of starting from differences of pro- 
cedure), is as obscure and misleading as to say that light 
in changing its medium, is refracted according to the law 
of the sines, except that at certain angles it is not re- 
fracted, but is reflected according to the law of the arcs, 
instead of stating the law by which light is partly re- 
fracted and partly reflected, and adding, if it is thought 
fit, a corollary showing in what cases the law expresses 
total reflection. When cases cannot be so dealt with, 
the difficulty (in a code-like treatise) must be presented 
asa repugnancy, not as an exception. In a scientific 
treatise, where the writer takes his readers with him in 
the work of investigation, the book grows into perfect 
form, without toil or spinning. 
An Op Case Hunter. 








General Curresponvence. 


“Ten Years’ Men.” 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—Wili you permit me to rectify an error that ap- 
‘pears in your report of the recent meeting of the Incor- 
porated Law Society at Bristol, which is somewhat 
‘important, inasmuch as it gave point to the argument I 
‘used—for I am reported to have said that the person 
therein referred to had passed his preliminary and inter- 
mediate examinations, whereas, in fact, what I stated was 
that he had passed the intermediate and final examina- 
tions ? 

Will you also allow me to add that, in my observations 
yn the subject of education, I suggested that articled 
Clerks should be encouraged to take the LL.B. degree 
whilst under articles, by allowing them in such case, 
with the consent of the gentlemen to whom they might 
be articled, to reduce the term of service ? 

G. R, Donn. 

26, New Broad-street, London, E.C., Oct. 17. 





At the recent borough quarter sessions at Margate the 
recorder, Mr. Frederick James Smith, said that grand 
juries were now of very little use, because, owing to the 
Notice taken by the press of magisterial inquiries, magis- 
oes were exceedingly careful as to committing persons 
Mor trial. 


The Zimes reporter at Judges’ Chambers, writing on 
Friday, says, “The chambers to-day presented the usual 
6ppearance when there is a pressure of business, and the 
asal salutation with the professionals was, ‘ Here’s a bear 
garden.’ Mr. Justice Lopes was the only judge in attend- 
om ond Master Unthank the only master. His lordship 
. some adjourned matters from the Chancery Division, 


when he took his seat, which he had adjourned from Thurs- 
in order to attend a meeting of the judges at 


‘THE INSTITUTE OF INTERNATIONAL SAW 
ON THE WAR IN THE EAST. 


WE have been favoured with an early copy of thé of 
observations on this subject directed to be issued by the 
Zurich Congress of the Institute of International Law. 

After confirming the ‘‘ Appeal to the Belligerents and to 
the Press” issued by the executive committee of the associa- 
tion on the 28th of May last, the paper refers to the mutual 
accusaticns of inhumanity made by the combatants in the 
war in the East, and after pointing out the futility of at- 
tempting to discover the truth of these allegations, the paper 
proceeds (we translate and summarize the original):— 

There is, however, another question which an association 
of jurisconsults founded to promote the progress of inter- 
national law ought to propose to itself, and which it has the 
means of solving. It is that of discovering how far 
measures have been taken by the belligerents for insuring, 
as far as possible, the knowledge and the observance of these 
laws of war by their respective armies. The following isa 
statement of the facts upon this point. About the time 
when the “ Appeal to Belligerents and the Press” appeared, 
an Imperial Ukase of the 12th—24th of May, 1877, 
directed all the civil and military authorities of the Russian 
Empire to observe, not only the Convention of Geneva of 
1864, and the declaration of St. Petersburg of 1868, but 
also the principles proclaimed by the Conference of Brussels 
of 1874. These conventions and principles have been 
brought to the knowledge of the Russian troops by means ofa 
kind of military catechism by way of question and answer, 
published June 1-13, 1877, in the Recueil Militaire Russe, 
the official organ of the Minister of War. Of this publica- 
tion several thousands have been published and distributed 
amongst the forces in the field. The Russian Government 
has also at last published a general order as to prisoners 
of war, which makes obligatory on its armies the most 
humane rules of the law of nations, With respect to 
these acts, which prove at least the efforts made by 
Russia for removing from its soldiers every pretext 
of ignorance, and for presenting to them the observance of 
the laws of war as part of their professional duty, the In- 
stitute regrets to be obliged to state that no official act 
emanating from the Turkish Government has had for its 
object the bringing in a definite manner to the knowledge 
of the Turkish troops the customary rules, especially those 
formulated in the declaration of Brussels. Nor is the case 
different as regards the Geneva Convention. The text of 
this treaty has only just been translated into Turkish for 
the first time, in consequence of the representations 
of certain neutral Powers who were signatories of 
the same treaty. It is not rash to affirm that the 
Turkish troops must have been ignorant of their 
duties in this respect when one sees the Turkish Govern- 
ment itself mistakes them. We read in a letter ad- 
dressed, on the 16th of November, 1876, by Safvet Pasha, 
Minister of Foreign Affairs, to the Swiss Federal Counsil, 
the following passage :—“ As a signatory of the Geneva 
Convention, Turkey has engaged to respect and protect the 
ambulances of the Red Cross Society, at the same time 
that she has acquired the right of forming for herself 
societies having the same object and governed by the same 
rules.” We know that in the Convention of 1864 
there is nothing about societies of this kind. It is also 
matter for surprise that the Porte, which was a signatory 
of the Geneva Convention of July 5, 1865, and tacitly 
ratified it by the silence of its representatives at Brussels 
in 1874, has waited until the end of 1876 before dis- 
covering that the Red Cross ‘‘hurts the susceptibilities of 
tbe Mussulman soldier.” 








It is true that on the 18th of June, 1877, the Turkish 
Government, after having commenced by substitating, of 
its own authority, the Crescent for the Red Cross on ita 
ambulances, has affirmed in another despatch to the Swiss 
Federal Government that formal instructions were about 
to be given to the Ottoman troops to respect the Red Cross 
of the Russians. Bat the Institute, while congratulating 
itself on this acknowledgment of an international obliga- 
tiou, regrets that it knows neither the tenor nor the date 
of the instructions in question. Moreover, it cannot avoid 
recalling the fact that more than two months after the 
despatch of the 13th of June Germany and several other 





ter.” 


Powers, signatories of the Geneva Convention, have felt it 
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necessery to recall Turkey to the observance of her engage- 


ments. 

The Institute has not to ask itaelf whether it was in- 
tended by one of the belligerents to violate or to allow the 
violation by its troops of the laws of war. Apart from 
the question of good faith, there is a question of respon- 
Bibility which may result either from negligence in failing 
to give instructions to her troops, or from the employ- 
ment of savage hordes incapable of waging a regu- 
lar war. It is incumbent on States which call 
themselves civilized, and make part of the European 
union, to discard entirely the employment of such 
auxiliaries, A Government which owed its success to 
such means would place itself out of the pale of inter- 
national law. The Institute, therefore, cannot 
consider it a valid excuse to throw upon the irregular 
troops, the Bashi-Bazouks, the Tscherkesses, the Kurde, or 
others, the responsibility of the cruelties alleged-to have 
been committed. Iftbese troops are absolutely incapable 
of conducting themselves as humane and reasonable beings, 
the simple fact of employing them is, as the text writers 
have lopg ago unanimously laid down, a grave breach of 
the laws of war. If this absolute incapacity does not exist, 
- is for the belligerent who uses their services to restrain 

The paper concludes with the following recom menda- 
tions :-— 

1. That to complete the work commenced at Brussels in 
1874, and in conformity with the conclusions adopted by 
the Institute at the Hague in 1875, the several States should 
bind themselves to the observance of certain laws and 
eustoms of war. 

2. That the lawsand customs of war to be thus formu- 
lated by treaty should be considered as placed under the 
protection of the whole of the European States, and that, 
with a view of enlightening opinion, these States should, 
as far as possible, promote the employment of military 
attachés to follow the belligerent armies, and to inform 
their Governments of grave infractions of the laws of war. 
An excellent example is given by the publication by the 
English Government of the reports of Colonel Wellesley. 

3. That the different Governments should take all 
necessary measures for bringing the laws and customs of war 
to the knowledge of officers and soldiers in their service. 


4. That, as a practical mode of insuring that this infor- 
mation bas been given at least to the officers, every officer, 
before commencing a campaign, should sign a document 
stating that there have been read to him the instructions 
relating to the laws and customs of war, and that he has 
received a copy of those instructions. 

The paper is signed on behalf of the institute by E. De 
Parieu, president ; J. C. Bluntschli and T. M. C. Asser, 
vice-presidents ; and G. Rolin-Jacquemyns, general secre- 
tary. 





It is stated that the Somerset Quarter Sessions on 
‘Wednesday reduced the salary of the clerk of the peace for 
the county from £1,800 to £1,300, and that the office has 
been given by the Lord Lieutenant to Mr. Dunn, solicitor, 
of Frome. 


The Commissioners of Patents, in their report of last year, 
which has just been issued in a parliamentary paper, state 
that the number of applications during the year exceeded 
those of any former y:ar, being 5,069. After deducting the 

tents not completed, and the number lapsed, there were 

367 remaining in force. 


Sir H. J. Selwin-Ibbetson, in addressing the grand jary 
at the Essex Quarter Sessions on Thursday, caid that the 
Justices’ Clerks Bill bad been anticipated in Essex by the 
adoption of its principle some years ago, but by its exten- 
sion now ——- the whole country he hoped that 
what had genera 7 been a painful imputation or slur cast 
upon justices’ clerke would be removed—viz., the imputation 

at they had multiplied convictions and costs because those 
costs went, not into the coffers of the county, but into 
their own pockets, in lieu of salaries. The grounds for any 
such charges would in the future be removed, and he 


_ trusted the result would be that if there had been unneces- 


sary costs incurred they would now cease, and that there 
would be a diminution of frivolous charges. 





Haucteties, 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION, 


The 89th half-yearly general meeting of this association 
was held in the Town Council Chamber, at Bristol, on the 
llth inst., during the meeting of tbe Incorporated Lay 
Society in the same place, Mr. Edward Turner Payne, of 
Bath, in the chair. 

Mr. Ervrs, the secretary, having read the notice of 
meeting and the previous minutes, the half-yearly report 
and statement of account, as printed and circulated in the 
room, were ordered to be taken as read. The report is ag 
follows :— 

In obedience to the 16th rule of the association, the 
board of directors have the pleasure of presenting their 
thirty-ninth half-yearly report, in which they are glad to 
be enabled to show that the association continues to make 
progress, both in stability and usefulness. 

Daring the past half-year there were added to the asso. 
ciation, 47 new members, making, with the additions 
gained during the preceding six months, a total number of 
151 members admitted during the year. 

The aggregate number enrolled is now 2,396, of whom 
892 are life, and 1,504 are annual subscribers, Thirty. 
nine of the life members are also contributors of annual 
subseriptions, of from one to five guineas. 

An audited abstract of the accounts is, as usual, appended, 
from which it will be seen that the receipts during the 
past half-year have been £1,969 19s. 10d., which, added 
to those of the preceding six months, make a total of 
£3,918 13s. 3d. for the entire year. 

Grants of relief were made during the half-year ag 
follows, viz.: £545 to three necessitous members and ten | 
families of deceased members ; and £675 to ten necessitong 
non-members, and forty-seven families of deceased non: 
members. These, with the grants paid in the preceding 
six months, make a total of £2,224 63. applied to 
purposes of assistance daring the past year. 

A sum of £476 11s. 3d. was invested in the purchase of 
Three per Cent. Reduced Annuities, and, with the invest. 
ment made during the preceding six months, a total gum 
of £957 10s. has been capitalized during the past year, 

The funded property of the association now consists of 
£8,000 Console, £2,000 Three per Cent. Reduced Annuities, 
£8,000 India Five per Cents., £11,000 India Four per Centa., 
£4,207 London and North-Western Railway Four per Cent. 
Perpetual Debentare Stock. and £250 London and St 
Katharine Docks Four per Cent. Debenture Stock, pro 
ducing together an annual income of £1,301 16s. 11d, 

A balance of £429 15s. 11d. remained with the Union 
Bank of London at the date of the closing of the account, 
81st August last, and a sum of £15 was in the secretary's 
hands. 

The usual annual festival of the association took place 
at the Albion Tavern, Aldersgate-street, London, in June 
last ; and at the request of Mr. Justice Field, who was un- 
able at the last moment to preside, Mr. Baron Pollock 
kindly took the chair. The result of the festival wasa 
net addition tothe funds of the association of £561 2s. 64, 

In their last spring report, the board had the painfal 
duty of announcing the death of a colleague, Mr. Park 
Nelson, who was also a trustee of the association. With 
deep regret they have now to record the death of Mr. 
William Strickland Cookson, another director and trustee 
of the association. 

In conformity with the rules, it will be for your general 
meeting to fill up the vacancies thus occasioned, and with 
a view to your approval and election of them as trustees, 
the names of Mr. Frederick Halsey Janson, of 41, Finsbary- 
circus, London, and Mr. John Smale Torr, of 38, Bedford- 
row, London, are now submitted. 

There are also two places to be filled on your board of 
direction, through the death of Mr. Cookson and the resig- 
nation of Mr. Glinn Pridham, of Plymouth; and the names 
of Mr. Grinham Keen, of 24, Knightrider-street, Londo, 
and Mr. Robert Edmund Mellersh, of Godalming, are 
mitted for your approval and election as a 

It remains oply for the board to add that the period of 
office for which they and your auditors were elected expires 





1 = 


283 Ssets e#eF Sea 25Fs = 


BB 


2B FB 


SeRFEn EFa shi aze 


Oct. 20, 1877. 


THE SOLICITORS JOURNAL. 931 








at this meeting, and that they are willing to continue 
their services if re-elected. 
(Signed on behalf of the Board) 
KE. Turner Payne, Chairman. 

The CuaIRMAN, in moving the adoption of the report and 
accounts, observed that the number of members was not 80 
large as it should be, seeing how widespread and numerous @ 

rofession theirs was. During the twenty years of the 
society’s existence this was the third time of holding a 
general meeting of its members in the city of Bristol, the 
first report ever made having been presented there in 1859, 
and they met again there in 1870. The association has en- 
deavoured for some time past to combine the, principles of 

viding for the future, as well as for the present necessity, 
and during the past year, while it had given away more than 
‘its income in grants of relief to various cases, it had been 
able to put by for the future a sum of nearly £1,000. That 
they must necessarily do with what they received from life 
members, for there must come a time when the claims of 
some of those will have to be considered, and provision 
should be made for such contingencies. He hoped that the 
association would continue to be prosperous in its working, 
and begged to move the adoption of the report and account. 

Mr. H. W. Hoorzr (Exeter) seconded the motion, which 
was unanimously agreed to. 

Mr. H. Brauer (Sheffield) proposed, and Mr. W. H. 
Guxst (Manchester) seconded, a resolution thanking the 
directors and auditors for their services during the past year, 
and re-electing them for the ensuing one. The resolution was 
‘agreed to, as was also one electing Mr. Grinham Keen, of 
London, and Mr. Robert Edmund Mellersh, of Godalming, 
as directors. 

Mr. F. T. Vetxy (Chelmsford) proposed, and Mr. Wm. 
Rapcuirre (Liverpool) seconded, a resolution, which was 
agg unanimously, that Mr. Frederick Halsey Janson and 

r. John Smale Torr, both of London, be elected trustees 
of the association in the room of the late Mr. Park Nelson 

and Mr. William Strickland Cookson. 

An alteration in the 10th rule of the association, having 
reference to the filling up of vacancies in the office of trustee, 
cat any special as well as provincial general meeting if neces- 
sary, was, after some discussion, adopted. 

It was suggested by a country member of the association 
that it might be an advantage sometimes if the annual 
festival were to be held in the provinces, and he thought 
there would not be a greater loss from doing so than appeared 
to have resulted from its being held in London. 

The CHarRMAN replied that the directors were not sensible 
-of any loss from the dinner, but, on the contrary, they be- 
lieved it to be of very great advantage. At their last dinner 
they had two donations of £50 each to the funds of the 
—— from a member of the bench and a serjeant-at- 

Ww. 

Mr. WinteRxoTHaM (Stroud) expresssed his disapproval 
of receiving donations from outsiders, and said he should be 
etter pleased if their income was wholly derived from the 
subscriptions of solicitors. 

A brief discussion ensued upon this subject, the CHarRMAN 
remarking that it had been debated at previous meetings, and 
a resolution had been passed excluding outsiders from their 
festivals, but that resolution had been rescinded at a subse- 
‘quent meeting. 

The subject then was allowed to drop; and Mr. R. A. 
Payne (Liverpool) proposed, and Mr. Wa. Evans (Birming- 
ham) seconded, a vote of thanks to the chairman, who, it 
was observed, though residing at Bath, had never missed 
attending a monthly meeting of the beard in London during 
his year of office. 

The CHarrMan having acknowledged the compliment, the 
meeting then terminated, 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


This society held its usual weekly meeting on Wednes- 
day evening, at the Clement’s-inn Hall, Strand, Mr. Jesse 
T. Davies in the chair. Mr. E. Dean, LL.B., opened the 
#ubject of debate, viz.:—‘ That it is the duty of the 
English Government to make a pecuniary grant towards 
the relief of the sufferers by famine in India.” After an 
animated discussion carried om by Messrs. S. Ward, G. B. 
Rosher, and others, the question was answered in the 
negative by a large majority, 





BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


On Tuesday evening, October 9, the above society 

held its 613th ordinary meeting in the library-room of the 
law society, Mr. Alfred Whitehouse presiding. The fol- 
lowing t was discussed :—‘ Has a tenant who holds 
over and is become tenant on sufferance; the right to sever 
fixtures during the time he continues in possession as such 
tenant on sufferance?” ‘The speakers on the affirmative 
were Messrs. Edwards, Morris, Hargreave, Coulton, 
Roberts, and Hadley ; on the negative Messrs. 
Wright, Adams, Freeman, and Withers. After an able 
summing up on the part of the chairman, the voting was 
declared in favour of the affirmative by # majority of two. 
A vote of thanks to the chairman concluded the meeting. 





Obituarp. 


MR. ARCHER ANTHONY CLIVE. 


Mr. Archer Anthony Clive, barrister, died at his father’s 
residence, 13, Mansfield-street, on the 11thinst. Mr. Clive 
was the second son of Mr. George Clive, M.P. for Hereford 
(formerly judge of the Southwark County Court), and was 
born in 1845. He was formerly an exhibitioner of Ballol 
College, Oxford, where he graduated first class in classics 
in 1864, and he was afterwards elected a Fellow of Lincoln 
College. Mr. Clive was called to the bar at the Inner 
Temple in Hilary Term, 1868, and practised on the Oxford 
Circuit, and at the Herefordshire and Gloucestershire 
Sessions. In 1871 he was appointed assistant to the present 
Recorder of London in his investigation of matters arising 
= of the —- Claims Commission ee the Alabama 

eaty, and he was in that capacity en at Washington 
for several wnonths. Mr. Clive had a fair local ractice, and 
was looked upon as a rising member of his circuit. The 
deceased was unmarried. 





Appointnrents, Ete. 


Mr. Tuomas CALTHoRPE BLoretp, barrister, has been 
appointed Recorder of the Borough of Ipswich, in suoces- 
sion to Mr. William Cooper, deceased. Mr. Blofeld is the 
eldest son of the Rev. Thomas John Blofeld, of Hoveden 
House, Norfolk, and was born in 1836. He was educated 
at Trinity College, Cambridge, where he graduated in the 
second class of the classical tripos in 1859, and he was 
called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1862. 
Mr. Blofeld is a member of the South-Eastern Cirouit, 
practising also at the Norfolk, Suffolk, Norwich, Yarmouth, 
Ipswich, Bury, and Lynn Sessions. He was formerly one 
of the staff of the WeExty Reporter, and he has been for 
several years a revising barrister. 


Mr. Joun AntHoNy EnGALt, solicitor, of Staines, has 
been elected Clerk to the Staines Board of Guardians, in 
succession to Mr. Randolph Henry Horne, resigned. Mr, 
Engall has also been elected Joint-Clerk with Mr. Horne to 
the Justices of the Spelthorne Division of the County of 
Middlesex, and to the Commissioners of Taxes for the same 
division, and on Wednesday last, the 10th inst., Mr. Engall 
was also elected Clerk to the Staines Local Board, in succes- 
sion to Mr. Horne, resigned. 


| (My. Downes WiacrswortH, barrister, has been re- 
elected Mayor of the Borough of Queenborough for the 
ensuing year. Mr. Wigglesworth was called to the bar at 
the Inner Temple in Michaeimas Term, 1852. 


Mr. AtrreD JonNn Woon, solicitor, of Richmond, has 
been appointed Clerk to the School Attendance Committee 
of the Richmond Union. Mr. Wood was admitted a soli- 
citor in 1869, and is clerk to the Richmond Board of 
Guardians, the assessment committee, the rural sanitary 
authority, and the burial board. 
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INQUESTS ON abot DROWNED IN THE 
E. 


Ar the Dorset Quarter Sessions on Tuesday afternoon, 

r the presidency of Viscount Portman, Mr. Far- 
quharson directed the attention of the court to a commu- 
nication he had received from Mr. Howard, the coroner for 
Portland. The communication, he said, was hardly in the 
nature of a demand, but more for advice and consideration 
as to what should be allowed. Under the circumstances 
the committee had instructed the treasurer to apply to 
Mr. Howard for his reason for holding an inquest on the 
12th of September.—The Chairman remarked it appeared 
to him they had now before them a very important ques- 
tion, which he should wish to be very carefully con- 
sidered. Thestanding order No. 334, section 4, states that 
no costs of inquests should be allowed on dead bodies cast 
on shore manifestly drowned on the high seas. That stand- 
img order was founded upon a decision of the Court of 
Queen’s Bench, the name and title of which was given in 
their standing order. It appeared quite impossible for 
them to justify payment of any sum for holding an inquest 
upon any body which had manifestly been drowned on the 


high seas, and therefore he thought the finance committee ' 


had acted wisely in directing Mr. Howard to show cause 
for his demand. It would be necessary the case should 
come before the clerk of the peace, so that he might search 
the law books, and if Mr. Howard could produce any 
judgment subsequent to this to alter the law, then he 
might show some cause for his demand. In case the 
law had not been altered since this standing order was 
made, he (the chairman) held that this court could not 
be called upon to pay out of the county rate any sum for 
holding an inquest on a dead body cast on shore manifestly 
drowned on the high seas. Hereafter there would be 
another charge made upon them ; that would be for burying 
these dead bodies. He believed the coroner took upon him- 
self to deiay the burial of these dead bodies, but he under- 
stood by the 48th George III., cap. 75, he had uo 
jurisdiction in reference to bodies washed on shore from 
the high seas. That Act of Parliament began by stating 
“Whereas no provision is made for the decent burial 
ef such bodies, be it enacted,” and so it went on .to 
enact that the overseers and churchwardens of the 
rarish wherein the body is cast on shore should take 
means for the burial of those bodies in a decent manner, 
st a cost not exceeding that which would be 
allewed for the burial of the body of a pauper. These were 
she words of the Act of Parliament; but for the purpose 
of {being reimbursed it was necessary to go to one of the 
justices living in the division, who must certify the sum 
demanded was in aczordance with the statute, and, having 
so certified, the treasurer was bound on that certificate to 
pay the sum. It therefore became the duty of magistrates 
of divisions to look carefully at that Act of Parliament, 
in order to sce if they complied with the enactments 
of the statute, as when they signed the demand on 
the treasurer of the county he had no option but to 
obey that order, without having the consent of the court 
or the finance committee. This being a maritime county, 
it was of great consequence this should be remembered, 
because the same thing that happened at Portland 
might occur at Lyme Regis, Bridport, the Purbeck district, 
Poole, or elsewhere. He had, therefore, taken up their 
time on this occasion for the purpose of putting before them 
the real state of the law. He could not help saying the 
finance committee had acted wisely in referring this matter 
back for investigation to the coroner of Portland, so that 
Mr. Howard might not be damnified, but might have an 
opportunity of showing cause, if he could, why this stand- 
ing order should be no longer law.—Captain Hanham sup- 
posed Mr. Howard’s object was to cee whether the bodies 
were manifestly drowned or not, and, in the next place, 
whether the parish authorities seemed to have neglected 
their duties as much as he (Mr. Howard) might be assumed 
to have exceeded his—The Chairman did not wish to say 
Mr, Howard hai done so. Let them hear what he had to 
say before they made any decision. 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


Oct. 19, 1877. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 


per Cent. Consols, 954 Annuities, April, "65, 9} 

itto for Account, Nov. 2,954 | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1408" 
no 3 por Cont. Reduced, 944 xd) Ex Bills, £1000, 24 perCt. 2 pm 
pe” 3 per Cent., 944 xd Ditto, £500, Do, 2 pm. 

Dp? 84 perCent., Jan, 94 Ditto, 2100 & £2¢¢, 2 pm, 

0. 24 perCent., Jan. ’94 Bank of England Stock. — per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. '73 Ct. (last half-year), 262 
Annnities, Jan. 80 Ditte for Account. 

—_—_—__— 


RAILWAY STOCK, 





‘Paid.|Closing Prices 


— eee, 


| Railways. 





Stock Bristol and BWxCter vec seccccceee eeeeccevenes ecbbeseack 
|Caledoni 122 





k eee 
Stock |Glasgow and South-Western ........ asenceee 
Stock/Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ,.,., at i 
Stock/Great Northern .....csccceeseeseeee ovens | i 
Broek! TRO, A WOOO .00sisccoscnceccenvvecesee sitialbl 
Stock/Great Southern and Western of Ireland | 
Stock Great Western—Original 

Stock| Lancashire and Yorkshire .......... 
Stock|London, Brighton, and South Coas 

Stock’ London, Chatham, and Dover,,..... 
Stock|London and North-Western . 

Stock! London and South Western 

Stock|Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 
Stock|Metropolitian .,...ecsoccesseseeee 
Stock} Do., District ... 

Stock! Midland ie eeseneetes 
Stock North MUP) scicsbcenscissccinsscts canecensend desdcsd 
Stock| North Eastern onanene saneneree | 
Stock)North London... seceecccooeccncrensccccseesestoe | 
Stock| North Staffordshire ... te 
Stock|South Devon 


seeeeecnenes 








AHA OOe ROO eee ree neanen ere seneawnnnseeeeee® 














BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIKTHS. 

Davis—Oct. 17, at 82, Weymouth-street, Portland-place, the 
wife of James Davis, solicitor, of a daughter. 

Govip—Oct. 18, at Worcester-park, Surrey, the wife of Charles 
Gould, barrister-at-law, of a son. 

Ince—Oct. 13, at 98, Cromwell-road, South Kensington, the 
wife of Henry Bret Ince, Q.C., of a daughter. 

KeEBBELt—Oct. 11, the wife of George Kebbell, solicitor, of a 
daughter. 

Lewin— Oct. 16, at 73, Harcourt-terrace, South Kensington, 
the wife of F. A. Lewin, of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, 
of a daughter. 

MavupE—Oct. 13, at Clapton, the wife of Henry A. Maude, soli- 
citor, of a son. 

Mepp—Oct. 12, at 12, Harewood-square, N.W., the wife of 
Charles S. Medd, barrister-at-law, of a son. 

PaRTRIDGE—Oct. 13, at 10, Coningham-road, Uxbridge-road, 
W., the wife of R. W. Partridge, barrister-at-law, of a son. 

Witiis—Oct. 9, at Lee, Kent, the wife of William Willis, 
Q.C., of a daughter. 

MARRIAGES, 


PrEsTON—WAINWRIGHT—Oct. 4, at Bardwell Church, Donald 
W. Preston, solicitor, Bournemouth, to E)len Louisa, daughter 
of Thos. Wainwright, Wyken Hall, Suffolk. ’ 

Wi1LEs—Jvustice—Oct. 10, at Cheltenham, Edward Pradentius 
Willes, barrister-at-law, 5, Essex-court, Temple, to Maria 
Judith Helen, daughter of the late Rev. John Justice, Rector 
of Ightfield, Salop. 


DEATHS, 
CLarK—Oct. 13, at Westgate-on-Sea, William Augustus Clark, 
of the Middle Temple, barrister-at-law, aged 52. 
De BurcH—Oct. 12, at 3, Great James-street, Bedford-row, 
Hubert John de Burgh, B.A., barrister-at-law, aged 32. 





LONDON GAZETTES., 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Fripay, Oct. 12, 1877. é 
Limirep tn Caancery, 

Robert Beswick avd Company, Limi‘ed.—Lopes, J., has, by an order 
dated Aug 28, appointed Philip Henry Pope, Tunstall, to be official 
liquidator 

County PaLatine ov LANcasTER. 

Rishton Paper Making and Staining Company, Limited.—Petition for 
winding up, presented Oct 2, directed to be heard before the V.C, at 
the Assize Hall, Strangeways, {| Manchester, on Oct 23,at 10, Addle- 
shaw and Warburton, Manchester, solicitors for the petitioners 
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Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
x oda, tosesendent Orfer of Od Sel 
Duke of Bridgwater ge, Indapenden rder ows 
geo District, Grapes Hotel, 20, Park-place, Liverpool. Oct 9 F 
Stafford Female Friendly Society, Guildhall, Stafford. Oct 8 


Bankrupts. 
Fripay, Oct, 12, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
‘ To Surrender in London. 
Andrews, Edmund John, Lions terrace, Holloway, Provision Dealer. 
Pet Oct 10. Hazlitt. Oct 26 at 11.30 
Gresty, Samue!, Keppel st, Russell eq, Cattle Dealer. Pet Oct 8. 
* Blazlitt. Oct 26 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country, 
Dunn, George, Birmingham, Hardware Merchant, Pet Octl0. Parry. 
Birmingham, Oct 24 xt IL 
Elliott, Edward, aud Peter Hodgson Johnson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
Joiners, Pet Oct9. Mortimer. Newcastle, Oct 24 at 1l 
Finlay, Thomas, Shieldfield, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. Pet Oct 9. 
} Mortimer. Newcastle, Oct 24 at 11.30 
Hall, William, Hucknali Torkard, Nottingham, Lime Burner. Pet 
Oct 8. Patchitt. Noitingham, Oct 23 at 3 
Hawke, Thomas Martin, St Day, Cornwall, Plumber. Pet Oct 8. 
Chilcott, Truro, Oct 24 at il : 
Hill, John, Bath, Collector ot Taxes. Smith. Bath, Oct 
23 at 11 
Moore, Charles Burrell , Teddingtop, Colliery Proprietor. Pet Oct 5. 
Bell, Kingst»»-upou-Thames, Oct 25 at 3 
Morris, John, Jarrow, Darkam, Innkeepsr. 
Newcastle, Oct 24 at 2.30 
Ranicar, Peter, Crewe, Stationer, Pet Oct 5. 
Oct 26 at 11 
Wilson, William, John Pemberion, and James Corner, Lee ds, Glass 
Bottle Manufacturer. Pet Oct 10. Marshal’. Leods, Nov.7 at Il 
Turspay, Oct. 16, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
fo Surrender in London, 
Kendrick, Isaiah, Walworth, Steam Boiler Manufacturer. Pet Oct 12. 
Hazlitt. Oct 26 at 12.3 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Butler, Frederick, Cnathim, Stationer. Pet Sept 18, 
Rochester, Oct 29 at 2 
Herbert, Ann, Seaton, Cumberland. Pet Oct 8. 
mouth, Nov 5 at 12 
Lilley, John Henry, Studiey, Warwick, Coal Merchant. Pet Oct 9. 
Campbell. Warwick, Nov 3 at 11.30 
Macklin, John Eyre, Newcastle-apon-Tyne, General Dealer. Pet Oct 
11. Mortimer. Newcastle, Oct 27 at 1! 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Tuespay, Oet. 16, 1877. 
Hughes, Thomas James, Duncton, Sussex. Oct 5 
Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, Oct. 12, 1877. 
Amis, Alfred, East Dereham, Norfolk, Coachbuilder. Oct 25 at 12 at 
offices ot Kent, 8t Andrew’s Hall plain, Norwich 
Atkin, James, Warth, nr Manchester, Tailor. Oct 30 at 12 at offices 
oy and Gooden, St James sq, Manchester. Ashworth, W ater- 
oot 
Bailey, Thomas Thompson, William Henry Bailey, and Charles Bailey, 
Padiham, Lancashire, Machinists. Oct 30 at 3at the Exchange 
Hotel, Nicholas st, Burnley. Hartiey, Burnley 
Barnett, Henry William, Great Smith st, Westminster, Hairdresser. 
Oct 19 at 3 at Wood’s Hotel, Portugal st. Waring, High srt, 
Borough 
Bates, William Ebenezer, Litchurch, Derby, Commercial Clerk. 
Oct 29 at 3 at offices of Heath, Amen alley, Derby 
Bell, William Henry, Rhy!, Flint, Upholsterer. Oct 27 at 12 at the 
Albion Inn, Chester. Davies, Holywell 
Bennett, Joseph, Wednesbury, S:affurd, Wheelwright. Oct 30 at 3 at 
offices of Sheldon, High st, Wednesbury 
Bosher, Reuben, South Stoke, Oxford, Baker. Oct 31 at 2 at the 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Cooper, Chancery lane 
Bottomley, James, Oldham, Doubler. Oct 26 at 3 at offices of Addle- 
shaw and Warburton, King st, Manchester 
Bristow, James, Totteridge, Buckingham, Fruiterer. Oct 24at1l at 
the Council Chamber of the Guildhall, High Wycombe. Clarke, High 
Wycombe 
s, William, East Dean, Gloucester, Collier. Oct 25 at 1 at the 
Anchor Inn, Lydb:ook, nr Ross. Jackson, Stroud 
Brown, Thomas, Leeds, Mill Furnisher. Oct 24 at 2 at the Wharton 
Hotel, Park !ane, Leeds. Carr 
Buse, Henry Nicholas, Aberdire, Innkeeper. 
Farmers’ Arms, High st, Aberdare 
Clarks, John, Halesowen, Worcester, Provision Merchant. Oct 25 at 
10 at offices of Homfray und Holberton, High st, Brierley Hill 
Cobb, George, Horbury, York, Contractor. Oct 24 at 11 at offices of 
Lake, Southgate, Wakefieid 
Oubbon, John, Liverpool, Saddler. Oct 29 at 12 at offices of Carruthers, 
Clayton #q, Liverpool 
Davies, Rees, Ystradyfodwg, Glamorgan, Grocer. Oct 25 at 12 at offices 
of Rosser, Pontypridd 
Davies, Thomas, Eglwysilan, Glamorgan, Mining Engineer. Oct 27 
at 3 at offices of Jones, Philharmonic chambers, St Mary st, Cardiff 
Davison, Robert, Jessie Thompson, Joseph Hindhaugh, and Ro bert 
Davison, jun, Alnwick, Northumberland, Brewers. Oct3 1 at 3 at 
offices of Hindmarsh, Bondgate withour, Alnwick 
Derbyshire, Benjamin, Salford, Flint Glass Manufacturer. Oct 24 at 
3 at offices of Eltoft, King st, Manchester 
Darhaw, Alfred Thomas, and James Edward Durham, Boundary rd, 
St John’s wood, Drapers. Nov 6 at 2 at offices of Paine and Co, 
Gresham House, Old Broud st 


Pet Oct 8. 


Pet Oct 10. Mortimer. 


Speakman, Crewe, 


Winch. 


Waugh. Cocker- 


Oct 25 at 11 at the 
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Edmondson, William James, Ulverston, Lancashire, Builder. Oct 24 
at 11 at the Temperance Hotel, Ulverston. Atkiason, Ulverston 
Ellis, Andrew, Ryde, Hants, Tobacconist. Oct 26 at 3 at offices of 


Scott aid Barham, King st, Cheapside 
Evans, James, King’s cross rd, Upholsterer. Oct 22 at 3 at offlees of 
Y Fulcher, Hortonrd, Hackney 
Evans, Naomi, Cilgwyn, Carmarthen, Lady’s Maid. Oct 29 at 10 at 
the George Hotel, Bri-to!. Bishop, Llandilo 
Evans, Richard, Bonvilstone, (zamorgan, Farmer. Oct 23 at 11 at 
Fellowes, Edward, Birmingham, Metallic Bedstead Manufacturer. 
Oct 23 at 3 at offices of Impey, Waterioo st, Birmingham. Glaisyer 
Flinn, John, Liverpool, Boot Manutacturer. Oct 26 at 3 at offices of 
Ford, Patrick, Leeds, Grover. Oct 24 at 3 at offices of Billinton, 
Oxford row, Leeds : 
Garrett, Jabez, Bread st, Warehouseman. Nov 5 at3 at offices of 
Gilling:, Thomas, Chalx Farm rd, Camden town, Perfumer. Nov l 
at 11 at 111, Cheapside. Few, Borough High st 
Gowers, William, Rochdale, Uuilder. Oct 29 at 3 at offices of Stand- 
Green, Danie), Hen and Chickens court, Fleet st. Oct 29 at 3 at offices 
of Rovinson and Kushton, Lancasier plaice, Strand 
of Fox, Princess st, Manchester 
Harbridge, Joshua Bienck, South Shields, Builder. Oct 25 at 3 at offices 
Harrison, Samuel, Siadal, Ha‘ifax, Tailor. 
Longbottom, Northyate chambers, Halifax 
Oct 29 at 2.30 at 
offices of Stapleton, Union s!, Dewsbury 
Heslem, John, Dewsbury. York, Fish Dealer. Oct 26 at 11 at offices of 
Hewitson, Georie, Birmingham, Mat Manufacturer. Oct 23 at 10.15 
at offices of Hast, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 
offices of Ramsden and Sykes, Jolin Wi'liam st, Huddersfield 
Hitchin, Thomas, Cneethum, Manchester, Machivist. Ocs 29 at 3 as 
chester 
Hodges, George, Chalkwel!, nr Sittingbourne, Grocer. Oct 27 at l at 
Hollings, Alfred, Leeds, Mantle Manufacturer. Oct 23 at 3 at offices of 
Routh and Co, Park row, leeds. Vullan 
of Smith, West st, Gatesiiead. Bush, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Hugill, Jonathan, Stockton-on-Tees, Contractor. Oct 25 at Ll at 
ottices of Best, St John’s rd, Stockton-on-Tees 
Stroud 
Jayn, Stephen, Cannock, Stafford, Builder. Oct 26 at 2 at the Stork 
Inn, Walsall. Boycot, Hereford 
of Grey, Murxet House, Trowbridge 
Kelsey, John William, and Charies Kelsey, Eglwyscummin, Care 
marthen, Farmers. Oct 24 at « at offices of Lascelles, Narber 
Oct 25 at 12 at offices of Denton and Co, Gray's inn sq 
Lewis, William James, James Wi!l'ian Lewis, Thomas Morgan Lewis, 
and Rees Frederick Lewis, Ystradyfodwg, Glamorgan, Grocers. Oct 
Lines, Frederick, Coventry, Watch Finisher, Oct 27 at 10.30 at offices. 
of Hughes and Masser, Littie Park st, Coventry 
Lowe, Elijah, Henley, Salop, Woul Dealer. Oct 25 at 12 at offices of 
Marshall, William, Billiter st, Wholesale Boot Manufacturer. Oct 29 
at 3 as offices of Emanuel and Simmonds, Finsbury circus 
McFarlane, Henry, Sunderland, Picture Dealer. Oct 25 at 3 at offices 
McGuire, Terence, Newe istle-upon-iyne, Slipper Manufacturer. 
25 at 11 at offices of Keenlyside and Forster, St Jobn’s 
Grainger st west, Newcasle-upon-T yne 
Oct 26 at 12 at the 
Guildhall Taverr,Gresbam st, Plunkett, Gutter lane 
Midgley, James, Ovend-n, York, Farmer. Oct 26 at 11 at offices of 
Longbottom, Northgate chambers, Halifax 
of Hoyle and Co, Collingwood st, Newcastle-npon-Tyne 
Murdy, George, Leices:er, Plumber. Oct 25 at 12 at offices of Haxby 
Belvoir st, Leicester 
Oct 19 at the 
Ange! Hotel, Bath, in lieu of the place originaily named 
Owen, Herbert Joseph, Leadenhall st, Iron Merchant, Oct 22 at 1 at 
offices of Brandt and stansficid, Bush lane, Cannon st. Kent, 
Palmer, Charles, Southampton, Boot Manufacturer. Oct 24 at | at the 
Guildhall Tavern, King st, Cheapside. Pearee and Co, South- 
ampton be 
Oct 27 at Tl at 
Offices of Sherwood and Co, Faweett st, Sunderiand, 
Sunderland 
Phillips, Jervis, Stone, Stafford, Farmer. Oct 23 at 2.30 at the Vine 
Poole, William, Praed st, Paddington, Boot Maker. Oct 19 at 3 at 
Southwark 
Preston, William, Blackpool, Lemonade Manufacturer. Ot 29 at2 at 
offices of Blackhurst, Lytham st, Blackpool 
Radcliffe, Samuel, Manchester, Builder, Oct 27 at 12 at offices of Blair, 
St James sq, Manchester 
Oct 22 at 1 at offices of 


Thwaite, Basinehall st. 

offices of Jones, Ph harmonic chambers, St Mary st, Cardiff 

Penxsock and White, Swee'ing sc, Liverpool 

Lawrance and Co, Old Jewry chambers 

ring, King st, Rochdale 
Hague, Charies, Manchester, Furniture Dealer. Oct 23 at 3 at offices 

of Rennoldson, King st, S uth Soields 

Oct 29 at 11 at offices of 

Hemingway, James, Dew-bu'y, York, Greengrocer. 

Shaw, Bond st, Dewsbury 
Heyes, Elizabeth, Blackpoul, Lancashire, Mercer. Nov 1 at 3 at 

offices of Nicholson and Mtlne, King st, Manchester. Leigh, Man- 

2, Rome place, Chatham. Wymond, Chatham 
Hopper, Matthew, Duns'on, Durham, Painter, Oct 30 at 11 at offices 
Hussey, James, Stroud, Grocer. Oct 24 at 3 at offices of Fisher, 
Jeffries, Jeremiah, Chirton, nr Devizes, Builder. Oct 27 at 12 at offices 
Kendall, Edward Herne, Chepstow place, Bayswater, no occupation. 

25 at 1 at the Cardiff Arms Hotel, Cardiff. Thomas, Pontypridd 

Bowie, Mill st, Ludiew 

of Pinkney, John st, Sunderiand 

Oct 

Metcalfe, John Coates, Friday st, Ware houseman. 
Mitchison, John, Newcast e-upon-Tyne, Builder. Oct 25 at 2 atoffices 
Newnham, Benjamin Thomas, Bath, Coach Builder, 

Cheapside 
Peace, John George, Sunderland, Durham, Tailor, 

Walthew, 

Inn, Stafford, Ashmai!, Hanley 

offices of Bath and Son, King William st. Chipperfield, Trinity st, 
Raine, Robert, Newcastle-upon-Tyns, Grocer. 


— Feathersione chambers, Collingwood s:, Newcastle-upoa- 

ne 

Read, George Beaumont, Norwich, Tailor. Oct 30 at 3 at offices of 
Faweett and Jones, King st, Fenton 

Richardson, John William, Normanton, York, Grocer. Oct-26 at 12 
at offices of Barratt and Senior, Wood st, Wakefield 
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‘Rivers, Henry Beale, Nottingham, Jeweller. Oct 26 at 13 at offices of 
Acton, Victoria st, Nottingham : 
Roddick, Thomas, Penbedwuchaf, Denbigh, Farmer. Oct 26 at 1 ab 
the Queen’s Hote!, Chester. Lioyd, Ruthin 
Rodgers, Charles, Stourbridge, Railway Wheel Manufacturer. Oct 25 
at 1) at offices of Johnson and Co, Waterloo st, Birmingham. Price, 
Stourbridge 
Roocroft, James, Bolton, Innkeeper. Oct 25 at 3 at the Antelope Inn, 
Churchgate. Bolton. Scowcroft, Bolton _ 
Rowbotham, Joseph Harvey, Millgate, Nottingham, Coal Merchant, 
Oct 24 at 4 at the Saracen’s Head Hotel, Newark. Cockayne 
‘Rye, Hubert Barnes, Old Broad st, Stock Dealer. Oct 30 at 12 at offices 
of Stacpoole, Pinners’ Hall, Old Bread st 
Scoffield, Jacob, Radford, Miner. Oct 26 at 2 at offices of Belk, 
Middle pavement, Nottingham 
Sheldon, Joseph, jun, Altrircham, Cheshire, Fruiterer. Oct 23 at 3 at 
offices of Horner and Son, Clarence st, Manchester 
Shenton, Alfred, Northwood, Stafford, Cratemaker. Oct 24 at 11 at 
offices of Stevenson, Cheapside, Hanley 
Simpson, William Henry, Leeds, Plumber. Oct 25 at 3 at offices of 
Simpson and Burre!l, Albion st, Leeds 
S ms, William, Bristol, Tank Maker. Oct 27 at 12 at offices of Roper, 
Nicholas st, Bristol 
Smart, John, and Henry John VDaws, Leicester, Shoe Manufacturers. 
Oct 26 at 3 at offices of Fowler and Oo, Gray Friars chambers, 
Leicester 
“Smith, Eliza, Peter’s st, Islington, Baker. Oct 24 at 3 at offices of 
Thwaite, Basinghall st. Fulcher, Horton rd, Hackney 
“Stansfield, Jackson, North Driffield, rr Selby, York, Innkeeper. Oct 
25 at 12 at the Swan Inn, Selby. Wright 
“Stephenson, Benjamin Churles, Orchard st, Stock Broker. Oct 30 at 3 
at offices of Lawrance and Co, Old Jewry chambers 
‘Susands, William George, Findsbury Hill, nr Strood, Butcher. Oct 24 
at 3 at the Angel Inn, Strood. Mitchell, Rochester 
Tavlor, Herbert, Kingsclere, Hants, Surgeon. Oct 20 at 1 at the 
White Hart Hotel, Newbury, Dangerfield and Blythe, Craven st, 
Charing cross 
Trenchard, John, Pontypridd, Aerated Water Manufacturer. Oct 30 at 
1] at offices of Jones, Philharmonic chambers, St Mary st, Cardiff 
Walkyier, Wallyer Wagner, Sandown, Isle of Wight, Painter. Oct 22 
at 3 at offices of Mew and Hooper, Castlehold, Newport 
"Webb, Josiah, Trentham, Stafford, Machinist. Oct 23 at 12 at offices 
of We'ch, Caroline st, Longton 
elis, Edward, Middiesborough, Stationer. Oct 24 at 3 at offices of 
Hope and Co, Exchange place, Middlesborough 
‘White, Henry, Grosvenor park, Camberwell, oat of business. Oct 29 
at 2 at 4, Arthur st east, London bridge, Carter and Beil, East- 


cheap 
Woodin, Richard Waterman, Buckingham, Saddler. Oct 26 at 3 at 
offices of Whitehorn, High st, Banbury 


Tvuespay, Oct. 16, 1877. 

Abrahamson, Louis, Kingsion-upon-Huil, Fancy Goods Dealer. Oct 
25 at 1 at offices of Laverack, County buildings, Land of Green Gin- 
ger, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Alexander, Wiliiam Frederick, Sherwood st, Bow, Dealer in Firewood, 
Nov 1 at 3 at effices of Quilter, Fore st 

Allen, John, Cowpen Village, Northumberland, Joiner. Oct 29 at 1 at 
offices offSidney and Son, Bridge st, Blyth 

Anthony, Elizsbeth, Cilrhedyn, Carmarthen, Draper. Oct 26 at 12 at 
Offices of Griffiths, St Mary et, Carmarthen 

Attwood, Willlam, Andover, Hants, Cooper. Oct 29 at 2 at offices of 
Nodder, City chambers, Salisbury 

Barter, George, Worcester, Land Surveyor. Oct 31 at 2 at offices of 
Woof and Caldicott, Exchange chambers, Angel st, Worcester 

Bates, Joseph, Halifax, Confectioner, Oct 26 at 4 at offices of Storey, 
King Cross st, Halifax 

Batman, George Henry, York, Sewing Machine Dealer. Nov 2 a‘ 12 
at offices of Wilkinson, St Helen’s sq, York 

Beaumont, Henry, and James Beaumont, Carlton, nr Barnsley, 
Grocers. Oct 29 at 4 at offices of Gray, Eldon st, Barnsley 

Bentley, Thomas Hyett, Kent’s Bank, Lancashire, Hotel Proprietor. 
Oct 24 at 11 at the Waterloo Hotel, Piccadilly, Manchester. Jelli- 
coree end Bates, Manchester 

Bewley, Richard, jun, Uttoxeter, Stafford, lronfounder. Oct 30 at 12.30 
at offices of Cooper and Chawner, Uttoxeter 

Bibby, Richard, Accrington, Power Loom Overlooker. Nov7 at3 at 
offices of Barlow, Dutton st, Accrington 

Boat field, kobert, Barnstaple, Corn Merchant. Oct 29 at 3 at offices of 
Vandercom and Co, Bush lane, Cannon st 

Bousfield, John, jun, Darlington, Printer. Nov 1 at 11 at the Treve!~ 
yan Hotel, Grange rd, Darlington. Raine 

Bower, Daniel, Pil ley, Derby, Builder. Oct 30 at 3 at the Spread Eagle 
Hotel, Chesterfielc. Black 

Brannan, Cormick, Oldbam, Tobacconist. Nov 7 at 3 at offices of As- 
croft and Sons, Clegg st, Oldham 

Brown, Michael, Sunderland, Draper. Oct 29 at 3 at the Queen’s Hotel, 
Wellington st, Leeds. Blakey, Sunderland 

Brown, William Holtby, Bridlington, Yor«, Butcher. Nov 1 at 1.30 at 
offices of Cooper, Market place, Bridlington ; 

Caivert, George, jun, Huddersfield, Painier. Oct 29 at 3 at offices af 
Welsh, Qeuen st, Huddersfield 

lowes, Joseph, Sheffieid, Printer, Nov 2 at 4 at offices of Binns, Fig 
Tree chambers, Sheffield 

Lawrence, Delamere, Cheshire, Beerhouse Keaper. Nov 6 at 
1 at offices of Warburton, Mil) st, Crewe 

Cossar, Robert William, Birmingham, Umbrella Manufacturer. Oct 30 

at 3 at offices of Rowljands and Bagnall, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Covington, Joseph, Derby, Provision Dealer. Oct 31 at 3 at offices of 
‘Bamford, Market place, Derby 

Onlverbouse, William, Newpo't Pagnell, Buckingham, Grocer, Oct 
= at 12 at the Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn. Bull, Newport 


Curtis, George, Bilston, Stafford, Baker. Oct 27 at 12 at offices of 
Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 
be Jobn, and — eg Poy Ragen am lane, Sack 
rers. a é Gui'dhall ‘ee House, Gresham 
st. Carr and Son, Rood lane ; 





Day. er, Birmingham, Bookseller, Oct 1 at 12 at offices of 
therdal Piesse and Son, Ol 


Nicholls and Lea’ e, Old Jewry chambers. 
Jewry chambers 

Denbigh, Henry Gilbertson, Aldermanbury, Woollen Merchant, Oct 
26 at 2at 111,Cheapside. Smith and Co, Aldermanbury 

Doel, William, Frome, Somerset, Haulior. Nov lat 3 at offices of 
bs { , Frome. McCarthy, Frome 

Evans, Evan, Bangor, Carnarvon, Shoenaker, Oct 29 at | at the 
Queen’s Commercial Hotel, Cheshira, Hughes, Bangor 

Fletcher, Matilda, Halifax, Grocsr, Oct 30 at 11 at offices of Booc ick, 
Silver st, Halifax 

Frazier, William, Aston-jaxta-Birmiagham, Coal Dealer. Oot 27atlt 
at offices of B » Union passage, Birmingham 

Freeman, Frederic Aaron, Hoxton st, Hoxton, Traveller, Oct 25 a¢ 
10 at the Station Hotel, Camberwell New rd. Rigby, Avenue ri, 


Camberwell: . 

Gillam, Samuel}: Chichester, Saddler. Oct 30 at 2 at offices of Boyes 
and Child, Poultry. Pittman, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st 
Gould, William, Liverpool, Cabinet Maker. Oct 30 at 3 at offices of 

Carmichael, Lord st, Liverpool. Nordon and Mason, Liverpool 
Gregoire, Jonathan, Birmingham, Agent. Oct 26 at 12 at offices of 
Kilby, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Hall, Charles, Bradford, Hosier, Oct 26 at IL at offices of Peel ang 
Gaunt, Chapel lane, Bradford: 
Hancock, Matthew, jun, Tunstal!, Stafford, Innkeeper. Oct 26 at 11 
at offices of Griffith, Lad lane, Newcastie-under-Lyme 
Hannington, William, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Gasfitter. Oct 27 at] 
at offices of Turner, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Hardstaff, Joseph, Spanby, nr Falkingham, Lincoln, Farmer. Oct 29 
at 2 atthe Bristol Arms Inn, Sleaford, Yarborough, Boston 
Harris, Simon, Cambridge, Jeweller. Oct 25 at 11 at the Uni 
Arms Hotel, Regent st, Cambridge. Fetch and Jarro!d, Cambridge 
Harting, Werner, Bromley, Baker, Oct 22 at 3 at the Lord Napier 
Tavern, London fields, Hackney. Biggenden, Sidworth st, Hackney 
Hartley, William Wade, Doncaster, Cattle Salesman, Oct 31 at 3 at 
offices of Horner, Wood st, Wakefield 
Hastings, David, Kishopwearmouth, Durham, Fruiterer. Oct 21 at 3 
at offices of Bell, Lambton st, Sunderland 
Haworth, James, Blackburn, Draper. Oct 26 at 11 at offices of Tatter. 
sall, Richmond terrace, Blackbura 
Hemingway, Alfred Carver, and John Hemingway, Cleckheaton, York, 
Yarn Spinners, Oct 29 at 3.30 at offices of Watson and Dickons, 
Victoria —. oe 
Heywood, Robert, Manchester, Merchant. Oct 30 at 3 at offi 
and Co, Booth st, Manchester Ces of Bale 
Houghton, Uriah, Landport, Hants, Beer Retailer. Oct 26 at Sat 
office; of Blake and Reed, Union st, Portses 
Hurley, Maurice, Saiford, out of business. Oct 26 at 3 at offices of 
Vaughan-Jones, Bridge st, Manchester 
Jellinge, Thomas Henry, Covaniry, Baker. Oct 30 at 12 at offices of 
} Neale, on lane, Se . * 
ewison, William, Wakefield, Grocer. Oct 29 at 3 at the 
Wood st, Wakefield. Lodge, Wakefield Royal Hotel, 
Jones, David, Ystradyfodwg, Glamorgan, Watchmaker. Noy 2 at3 
5 ag od yew and ont ous st, Pontypridd 
ones, John, Chirbury, Salop, Tailor. Oct 23 at 2at of 
St John’s pag ence 4 Cos of Nutsey, 
Jones, Joseph, Bilston, Stafford, Butcher. Oct 31 at 1 
ong Mount Pleasant, Rilston 1 at offices of 
Jones, William Augustus, and David Jones, Pall Mall, Je 
30 at 2 at the Inns of Court Hotel, High Holboru. Nye, Ay, 
Knight, John, Leicester, Clothier. O3t 29 at 3 at 7, Belvoir st, 


. icester 
Layfield, Thomas, Bedale, York, Innkeeper, Oct 29 
eal Bedale” ne ’ ’ at 10 at offices of 
Leveson, Rev Charles Augustus, Kensington park gardens, 
m... at 98, peer get : Gadsen and There a See 
ewellyn. vi antrissant, Glamorgan, Chemist. Oct ¢ 
Bg: of Rosser, Pontypridd _ Ones ag 
wait, David, Audley, Stafford, Miner. Oct 26 at 10 
sant, Cheapside Han ley , at 10 at oTices of Ten- 
cNeill, John, Carlisle, Tailor. Oct 29 at 12 at om 
Brows, Bask Carte offices of Wright and 
Moon, Matilda Kingston, Newport, Mon, S.ationer, ! 
tices of David, Tredegar chambers, Newport On Ht 
icolls, Charles, uthampton, Greengrocer. Ovt 29 
4 Shaite, Portland st, 4 og ose ee 
rne, George, James, Ebury st, Pimlico, Sho . OF 
0 offices of Chaties, beter ae at : iltter. Ost 26 at Lab 
xiey, Robert, Mintern st, Hoxton, Wardroba M: 5 
P - vat offices va Yel Charles sq Hoxton a Se 
k fo ohn, and Frederick Charles Box, Bristol, Ti ants. 
wich Tat 13 ‘at offices of Brittan and Co, Small Li 
fe am, Letch Pitt, Durham. Oot 31 at 3 at - 
watts meer wt, ee F a 
yner, Tom, Witwood Mere, York, Fruiterer. Oct 2 
of Philips, Carlton st, Casiletord ieieineteniee 
Rees, ard, Treorky, Glamorgan, Grocer. Oct 30 at 2 
Tribe and Co, Albion chambers, Bristol. Morgan, fk ag « 
Ridsdale, Thomas, Budgg row, Indiarubber Merchaut. Nov 6 at 3 at 
Pe ¢ — ee 8m th, Abcharch chambers 
erts, iam, Leicester, Boot Manufactucer, ‘ 
Pn of Wright, Belvoir at, Leicester oe aa ae 
idebotham, rt Ed d, Glossop, Darby, Saddler. 
gigtee of Lord and Son, Stanford of Aabtos-ander-t | pestis: 
ney, Hear amington, Tailor. Oct 29 at 1d 
, Warmich ieamington ’ at 12 at offices of Overell, 
mit ward, Bradford, Draper. Oct 29 (ices 
Aldermanbary, Bradford m abet one 
Smith, Edwin, Wotton-under-Edge, Gloucester, Baker. Oct 31 at 3 8t 
the Falcon Hotel, Wotton-under-Edge. Blake, Wotton-ander-Edge 
Smith, Elizabeth, Abisghall, nr Mitcheldean, Gloucester. Nov 2 at 
11.80 at offices of Robinson, Mitcheldean 
Spears, Alexander, Liverpool, General Draper., Nov 1 at 2 at offices of 
ey 
tafford, m, tol, Block Maker. Oct 30 at 2 at offices of Sale 
mon and Henderson, Broad at, Bristol 
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Dumingien, age a $1 at 3 at the Trevelyan 
2a) 

useman. Oct 29 at 3 at offices 

enn Oct 22 at 3 at 7, Parkinson’s cham- 


ana eee Markt Bra William Thomas Streeton. Hackney rd, Iron- 
Oct 25 at 2 at offices of Ohidley, Old Jewry 
Swann, Isaac, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Leicester, Innkeeper, Oct 30 at 12 
at offices of Fisher ‘and Cheatle, Ashby-de-le-Zouch 
Ta: sg David, d le, Lancashire, Tailor, Oct 30 
a 3 at the Mitre Hotel, Church gates. Manchester. Phillips, Bacup 
Taylor, __- Preston, Rag Dealer, Oct 30 at 3 i offices of Gilli- 
d, Devide st, Manchester. Edelston, Prest 
Thomas, David, Carmarthen, Innkeeper. Oct 26 at 10.15 at offices of 
Griffiths, St Mary st, Carmarthen 
Thomas, George Alfred, Freemantle, Hants, Baker. Oct 26 at 3 at 
offices of Shutte, Pertland st, Sonthampton 
Todd, John Mordaunt,} Peckham, Umbrella Manufacturer. Oct 26 at 12 
at offices of Button and Co, Henrietta st, Covent garden 
Trowbridge, James, Bristo), Wire Worker. Oct 26cat 2 at offices of 
® Parsons, High st, Bristol. Jacques, Bristol , 
Tucker, William, St Austell, Cornwall, Draper. Oct 30 at 2 at 3, Hotel 
rd, 8t Austell. Coode and Co, St Austell 
Van Camp, Jean Francois, and Edward Van Camp, Station terrace, 
Kilburn rise, Builders. Oct 30 at 3 at the City Terminus Hotel, 
Cannon st. Herbert, Gracechurch st 
Wenn, Arthur James, Downham Market, Norfolk, Corn Merchant, 
Oct 29 at 2 £ offices of Copeman, Downham Market 
Durham, Greengrocer. Oct 31 at 11 at the Rese and 
- Crown Hotel, Market place, Durham. Chapman, Durham 
Wheeler, William, Southampton, Auctioneer’s Clerk. Oct 25 at 3 at 
offices of Shutte, Portiand st, Southampton. Howlett, Southampton 
Williams, James Henry, Hayle, Cornwall, Tobacconist. Oct 29 at 11 
at offices of Paull, Quay st, Truro, leat Hayle 
Willis, Henry, Pontypridd, Grocer. Oct 27 at 12 at offices of Alex- 
ander, Institute chambers, i nn! ae Cooke, Pon' 
Wilson, Matthew, Ske\ton-in-Cleveland, York, Ooal Mer: Oct 30 
at 3 at offices of Barron, High row, Darlington 
Winna!), Walter Henry Corbyn, Milman st, Gray’s inn rd. Oct 29 at 
8 at offices of Pannell and Co, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st. 
Curtis, King st, Cheapside 
Winter, Thomas Brown, Kingston-upon-Hull, Coal Merchant. Oct 26 
at 3 at the George Hotel, Whitefriar gate, Kingston-upon-Hull. 
Laverack, Land of Green Ginger, Hull 
/ Wolfenden, Samuel, Farnworth, Lancashire, Machine Broker. Oct 29 
at 3 at offices of Scowcroft, Town Hall sq, Bolton 
Wright, Frank, Frone, Mason, Oct 27 at 12 at offices of Hornsey, 
Frome. McCarthy, Frome 
Young, William, Halifax, Coach Builder. Oot 29 at 1 at the Hen and 
Chickens Hotel, New st, Birmingham. Storey, Halifax 
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CAVE CANEM. 


POMPEIAN DOOR MATS. 
TRELOAR AND SONS, 


69, LUDGATE HILL, LONDON, E.C. 





PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 


MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 
67, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 
Has obtained Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent for his perfectly 
painless systera of adapting 
(Prize Medal, London and Paris) 


ARTIFICIAL TEETH sy ATMOSPHERIC PRESSURE. 
Pamphlet Gratis and Post-free. 





EDE AND SON 


ROBE Dae MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY CLERGY GOWNS, &C- 

ESTABLISHED 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


BettisE, 


EMPIRE 

ASSURANCE COMP. 
32, New Bridge-street, London. 
Incorporated under Special Acts of Parliament. 


THE FUNDS IN HAND EXOEED HALF A MILLION STERLING, 


The Average Cash Bonus (Triennially) exceeds 23 per cent. on the 
Premiums paid. 


MUTUAL 


EDWIN BOWLEY, Secretary. 


CCIDENT INSURANCE COMPANY 
(Limited), 7, Bank-buildings, Lothbury, E.C. 








Joint 
Secretaries. 





General Accidents. Personal Injuries. 
Railway Accidents. Death by Accidents. 
C. HARDING, Manager. 
EVERSIONARY AND LIFE INTERESTS in 
Landed or Fanded Property or other Securities and ANNUITIES 
purchased, or Loans thereon granted, by the 
EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
10, LANCASTER-PLACE, WATERLOO-BRIDGE, STRAND, 
Established 1835. Paid-up Capital, £480,000, 
If required Interest on Loans may be capitalized. 
F, 8. CLAYTON, } 
Cc. H. CLAYTON, 
7=* AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON, 
Brancuzs in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shangh ai, Hong Kong. 

Current Accounts are kept at the dead Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 

Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz. :— 
At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed 
upon, 

Br1ts issued at the current exchange ofthe day on any ofthe Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection. 

Sates AND Purcuaszrs effected in British and foreign securi in 
—_ India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same 

en. 

Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realized 

Every other description of banking business and money agency, 
British and Indian, transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman. 





STUART-BAREKER & SON, 
SURVEYORS AND AUCTIONEERS, 
36, KING WILLIAM STREET, LONDON BRIDGE, E.C. 


RICHARD CARTWRIGHT, 
LAW STATIONER AND PRINTER, 
3, WARWICK COURT, GRAY’S 


Deeds Abstracted on the Premises. 
Plans Drawn to Scale if required. 


ADVERTISING.—C. H. MAY & CO., 
GENERAL ADVERTISING OFFICES, 
78, Gracechurch-street, London, E.C. Established 1846. 
ADVERTISEMENTS received for insertion in all newspapers, &c. 


ALEER'S CRYSTAL CASE WATCHES are 

perseding all others.—Prize Medals, London, 1862; Paris, 

1867. Gold 1 from £15 15s.; Silver from £6 6s.—68, Cornhill ; 230 
Regent-stree 76, Strand 


MUCH TIME AND WORRY SAVED 
BY SORTING YOUR PAPERS INTO 
STONE’S PATENT BOXES AND CABINETS. 
** Exceedingly useful.”—* Standard.” 
Sold by Stationers everywhere. [Illustrated Catalogues free from 
HENRY STONE, MANUFACTURER & — BANBURY, 
All Sizes can be seen a’ 
13, CRANBOURNE-STREET, LEIORSTER-SQUARE, LONDON. 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 
Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice 
The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate use 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily 
perform for registration and distribution. SHARE CER- 
TiFIC TES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL 
designed and executed. No charge for sketches. Com- 
panies Fee Stamps Railway Registration Forms. 
Solicitors’ Account Books. 
RICHARD FLINT & CO. 


(Late ASH & FLINT), 


, Engravers, Registration Saas Be 49, Fleet 
eseerers ping en E.C. (corner of Serjeants’ eh 
anise: uokarne Beamaed ond Fle 





INN. 





























Se 


Ee 


ene ae 
SS a ATT 


ee eee nna Te 


Se eR a a 


I 
f 
; 
i 


eater 


a 


peer 


-sncpasooniretveenpeensnesnenyartnircersteranrenspueorromene 


a 


= eer 


eee yene aneconenic einer omegesergoioorie ap aaeasra: geeshanpeceaneiresriawre prone 


oe 


936 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 


Oct, 20, 1877, 


7 








REPORT OF THE DIRECTORS OF THE 


GRESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE 


SOCIETY, 


To the ORDINARY GENERAL MEETING of SHAREHOLDERS, held on the llth October, 1877, ? 
at the HEAD OFFICE, 37, OLD JEW RY, LONDON. 





The Directo"s have the pleasure to present their Report on the 
operations of the 29th financial year of the Society ending 30th June, 
1877. 

During the year 5,569 proposals were made to the Society for assuring 
the sum of £2,271,350 15s. 10d. Of these proposa's 4,603 were accepted 
for the : assurance of £1,852,592 9s, 8d., and policies were issued for that 

The i diate annuities granted durivg the year were for 





£6,823 Is. Id. 

The income — from premiums, after deducting therefrom the 
amount paid for re-assurance, was £406,716 13s. 3d., including 
£58,409 10s. 7d. in premiums for the first year of assuran ce. 

The balance of the interest account amounted to £100,139 4s. 5d., 
which, together with the reccipts from preniums, raised the income 
of the Society to £506,855 17s. 8d. for the year. The interest which had 
become payable, but which had not been received at the date of closing 
the accounts, is included in the item of “* Outstanding Interest”? among 
the assets. 

The claims made upon the Society, and admitted during the 
year under Life Assurance policies, were for an amount of £195,034 2s., 
of which sum £1,844 13s. 4d. was re-assured, whilst the claims under 


The accounts have been duly andited by Mr. G. H. Ladbury, the 
Public Accountant (a Shareholder of the Society), on wa part of the 
Shareholders; and by the Notary Public, Mr. W. W. Venn (a Policy. 
holder), on behalf of the Policyholders. The whole of the securities 
and documents representing the realized assets of the Society have bean 
verified, both by the Directors and by the Auditors. 

The Directors have bestowed unremitting attention to the invest. 
ments of the Society, and they have much pleasure in reporting that 
the tunds, as now invested, yield an average rate of 5 per cent. interest 

The Society’s new offices in the Poultry are progressing satis. 
factorily, notwithstanding the prolonged strike amongst the masons, 

The Directors have to announce, with the exoression of their profound 
grief, the death of their colleague, Mr. Alfred Smee. The Society wag 
indeb ted to him for the thoughtfulness and skill he bronght to bear on. 

its formation. For twenty-eight years he took an ac.ive part both in 
the administra tion of its affairs and in the performance of his duties 
as the Society’s Chief Medical Officer, His labours for the Society 
were unremitting, and in hisdeath the Society has sustained a great loss, 

Acting under the powers conferred upon them by the Deed of 

Settl t, the Board of Directors have elected Mr. William Thorne 





policies for Endowments, which had reached their ierm, a d to 
£94,073 8s. 10d. The sum of £35,791 6s. 3d. was also paid for the sur- 
render of policies. 

After providing fr these amounts—for the annuities falling due 
within the year—for all necessary office expenses, and every other 
charge on the income of the year, there remained a balance of 
£93,223 9s. 9d., which augments the fund available for the existing 
policies of the Society. This fund amounted at the end of the finan- 
cial year t> £2,329,256 17s. 9d., and to,ether with the amount of 
£67,528 8s. 11d., reserved for the settlement of claims outstanding, for 
the payment of annuities not applied for, and for other purposes speci- 
fied in the balance sheet, make up a total of £2,396,785 6s. 8d. in realized 
assets, as shown in the second schedule. 

The £80,000 declared by the Meeting last year as divisible surplus, 
has been duly allotted among the Shareholders and Policyholders of 


the Society 





thwaite, a duly qualified shareholder, to till the vacancy occasioned by 
the death of Mr. Smee, until the ensuing Ordinary General Meeting, 
The Directors recommend this appointment for’ confirmation by the 
Shareholders. 

The Directors retiring on the present occasion are Messrs. W. Trego, 
A. H. Smee, and Richard Crawley, who, being e’igible, are recom- 
mended by the Board to constitute the list for re-election. 

Mr. Ladbury and Mr. Venn retire as Auditors, but, being eligible, 
they offer themselves again for election, the former on behalf of the 
Shareholders, and the latter on behalf of the Policyholders. 

The Directors congratulate the members on the prosperous condition 


of the Society. By order of the Board, 
F, ALLEN OORTIS, 


October 11th, 1877. Actuary and Secretary. 





FIRST SCHEDULE. 


ovenes Account of ‘‘The Gresham Life Assurance Society,” for the year ending 30th June, 1877, 


£ be 

Amount of funds at the bopincing 1 ae year 2,236,033 8 0 
Preminms—First Year...... £58,409 7 j 

Renewals 351,897 2 10 

nn SAG BOF 3 5 

Less Re-Aseurance Premiums. 3,590 10 2 

—————._ 406,716 13 

v7, "646 15 . 

100,139 4 


6 
4 


Consideration for Annuities — 
Interest and dividends 
Profit and Loss Account 
Exchange .. 
Securities realized . 
Loan Charges and ‘As g ment Fees 


wee 


. $1,537 
781 


1 
5 
29 1 


£ 8. d. 


a Policies : = 
Deaths.........+00000£195,034 2 0 


Endowments .. 94,073 810 
T+ 8989, 107 10 10 
1,844 13 4 


eeee 


Less re-assured........ 
287,262 17 6 


35,791 6 8 
25,280 10 0 
38,024 14 11 


Surrenders.. 
Annaities ...... 
Commission 
Expenses of Ma‘ 
For the acquisition of New Business :— 
Inspectors, Agency, and Travelling 
- 503 15 9 


PONSES......... SevRAsdh Mcsahipeod sore 
Advertising « 7,631 0 10 
4,090 12 6 


Medical fees ........e.0000 ° 
27,225 9 1 
38,468 5 1 





General Expenses .......... 

Fiscal Expenses :—~ 
Stamps and Income Tax (English 
and Foreign). 


weteeeeeeeee 


er eereeneeees 


8,983 7 8 
: —_—————_ 69,677 110 
Dividends and Bonus to Shareholders ......ssseceseee 17,085 12 0 
Bonus in cash to Policyholders ....0e..scee -cecescee 504 9 2 
Amount of funds at the end of the year, as per second 
eee cesenevccasccceerscecccesseseeeerevess 2,329,206 17 9 





2,883 9 5 


We have examined the above Statement with the Books ra Account, | 


and hereby certify the same to be correct. 
(Signed) G. H. LADBURY, 


WILLIAM W. VERN, | Auditors. 


802,883 9 5 
W. iH. THORNTHWAITE. "Chairman, 
GEORGE TYLER, Director. 
EDWARD SOLLY, Director. 


(Signed) 





Dated this 25th September, 1877. 


F. A. CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 


SECOND SCHEDULE. 


Balance Sheet of “ The Gresham Life Assurance Society,” on the wer - une, 1877. 
SETS, 


LIABILITIEs. £ s. d. 
Shareholders’ capital paid i cococcccee €21,7123 0 0 
Assurance fund © coscces ES Si 047 9 8 
Annuity fond .....+-s.s00- Mey 461 16 6 
Deferred annuity in Italian rentes fand 2) 035 12 0 


ee eteeee 


Total fands, as per first schedale pert nttoncet 2,329,256 17 9 
01 


Claims admitted but NOt paid ...c-ce.0. £65, 
TO<ASSUFED soc ceccecsescees "400 0 3 


Annuities outstanding...... 
Share dividends and bonus not applied for . ‘ 
Other S€Counts....ccccccccccccccccccccccce -.. 


65,971 O11 
1,648 10 2 
308 17 10 


,396,785 6 8 

We have verified, at the Bank of Eng'and, the hsatignton’ of the 

Government funds in the name of the Gresham Life A ssurance 

Soeiety, ¥ ay ae the tna Lag and aaa 

— ing the prope 7 hi alance sheet, an 
lusreby certify the correctness of the 

¢ G6. i. LADpuRY, Views, } Auditors. 


Dated this 25th September, 1877. 


£ sod. 
212,013 11 6 

nil, 
194,038 9 7 
148,899 11 10 


Mortgages on Property within = United Kingdom .. 
Mortgages on Property out of the United Kingdom .. 
Loans on the Company’s policies ....cecccccssscccese 
Investments ;— 
In British Government Securities ....s0+:cccessee 
Foreign Government Securitie: ...ese.<. 

Railway Debentures and Debenture Stocks . 

Railway Shares (preference and ordinary) 

House Property ....e6- 
Loans upon personal security 
Credit Premiums os Gece osec 
Advances on Reversionary ‘interests ‘and on deposits of 

MEOUTIGIES corccccccccccevcccce rcccoses ccccceccesse 
Furniture and fittings 
Stamps and Stationery woe ccccecacesece cece: 
Agents’ balances .....ce-cceese 
Outstanding premiums - 

Outstanding interest and rent ...... ----eesesee 
Cash in hand and on Ourrent account .....«cccerssese 


45, 177 10 18 
* 848 6 7 


POO OOO Oe eee eer eeeseeeeeesseee 


2,396,785 6 & 
W. A. THORNTHWAITE, Chairman. 


(Signed) 
GEGRGE TYLER, Director. 





EDWARD SOLLY, Director. 
F. A. CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 





